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I. INTRODUCTION
1. The Conference on Disarmament submits to the thirty-ninth session of the
United Nations General Assembly its annual report on its 1984 session, together
with the pertinent documents and records.
II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

A. Designation of the multilateral negotiating forum
as a Conference

2. In pursuance of the decision taken by the Committee on Disarmament in
Paragraph 21 of its report to the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly of
the Tnited Nations (document CD/421), the designation of the "Committee" as
"Conference on Disarmament" came into effect on 7 February 1984, the date of the
commencement of the 1984 amnual session. In that connection, the President of the
Conference made the following statement at the 258th plenary meeting:
"For administrative reasons it 18 necessary to make the following
statement for the record:
The Committee on Disarmament, having been redesignated as the Conference
on Disarmament from 7 February 1984, the following consequential changes
of designation have taken place with effect from the same dates
(2) The Chairman has been redesignated as the President,
" (b) The Secretary has been redesignated as the Secretary-General,
(c) The Deputy Secretary has been redesignated as the Deputy
Secretary-General.
These are changes in designation and have no financial or structural
implications. The rules of procedure have been re-issued in
document CD/8/Rev.2, containing consequential changes in dcsignation.”
B. 1984 Session of the Conference
3. The Conference was in session from 7 February to 27 April and from 12 June
to 31 August 1984. During this period, the Conference held 49 formal plenary
meetings, at which member States as well as non-member States invited to participate

in the discussions set forth their views and recommendations on the various

questions before the Conference.
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4. The Conference also held 50 informel meetings on its sgendc, progrsmme of
work, orgsnization and procedures, 2s well os on items of its 2gende and other
matters,

Se In accordusnce with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following member
Stetes asgumed the Presidency of the Confcrences Polend for Februsry, Romania
for Merch, Sri Lsnks for April and the rccess.betueen the first end second parts
of the 1984 session of the Conference, Sweden fér June, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics for July snd the United Kingdom of Grest Britzin and
Northern Irelsnd for August and the recess until *he 1985 session of the

Conference.

C. DParticipants in the Work of the Confcrence
6. Representatives of the following member Stetes.ierticipeted in the work of
the Conferencet ?lgeria; Argentina; Austrelis; Belgium; Brezil; Bulgaria;
Burme; Canada; Chins; Cuba; Czechoslovakia; Egypt; Ethiopis; Frenée; ‘
German Democratic Republic; Germeny, Federzl Republic of; Hungery; Ipdia;
Indonesgiaj Islamic Republic of Iren; Itely; Jepen; Mb%ico; Mongolie; Morocco;
Netherlands; Nige;ia; Pokistan; Peru; Polend; Romsnie; Sri Lenka; Sweden;j
Union of Soviet So%ialist’Republics; United Kingdom of Grest Britain and
Northern Ireland; United States of Americaj; Venézuela; Yugosla#la; and, Zeaire.
The consolideted list of participants in the first ahd_second’parts of the gession
is included as Appendix I to the report, At the beginning of the ennual\seqsion,
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Kenya informed the Secretsry-Gcneral of the
Conference tﬁat Kenya would not send a delegotion in 1984.

D. Agends for the 1984 Session end Programme of Vork
for the First and Second Perts of the Session °

7. At the 242nd Plenery Meetimg on 16 Febtusry 1984, the President submatted
a proposal on the provisional ezgenda for the 1984 session and the Programme of
work for the first éert of the secsion in cornformity with rule 29 of the Rules
of Procedure, and made the following s%atemgnt (CD/PV.242):



8.

CD/540

page 5
"With rospect to the aloption of the agenda for the year 1984, it is understood
that the quesiion of the nuclear neutron weapon is covered by item 2 of the
agenda and can be considered under that agenda 1tem."

At the same plenary meeting, the Conference adcpted its agenda for the year

and the programme of work for the first part of the 19584 session. Sone delegations

made statements in that connection.

9.

The texts of the agenda and programme of work adopted by the Conference

(document CD/433) are given below:

"The Conference on Disarmament, as the multilateral negotiating forun,
shall promote the aitainment of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control.

"The Conference, taking into account inter alia the relevant provisions of
the Documents of the first and second special sessions of the General lLissembly
devoted to disarmament, will deel with the cessation of the arms race znd
disarmament and other relevant measures in the following areas:

I. Nuclear weapons in all aspects;

II. Chemical weapons;

I1T. Other weapons of rass destruction;

Iv. Conventional weapons;

V. Reduction of military budgets;

VI. Reduction of armed forces;

VII. Disarmament and developuent;
VIII. Disarmarent and international security;

. Collateral measures, confidence-building measures; effective
verification methods in relation %o appropriate disarmament measures,
acceptable to all parties concerned;

X. Comprehensive programme of disarmement leading to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

"Within the above fremework, the Conference on Disarmament adopts the
following agenda for 1984 which includes items that, in conformity with the
provisions of Section VIII of its Rules of Procedure, would be considered by it:

1. Nuclear test ban.

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmanment.

3. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.
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4. Chemical weapons.
5. Prevention of an arms race in outer space.
6. Effective internatioral arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapons—
States against the usc or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
7. New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such
weapons; radiological weapons.
8. Comprehensive programme of disarmament.
9, Consideration and adoption of the annual report and any other report
as appropriate to the General Assembly of the United Nations.

"Programe of Worl:

"Tn compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedurc, the Confercnce on
Disarmament also adopts the following programme of work for the first part of
its 1984 session: .
7 - 17 February Statements in plenary mectings.. Consideration of the
agenda and programme of work; as well as of the
establishment of subsidiary bodies on items of the agenda

and other organizational questions.

20 - 24 February Nuclear test ban.
27 February- Cessation of the nuclear arms race and muclear
2 March disarmament.
5 = 9 March Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.
12 - 16 March Chemical weapons.
19 - 23 Merch Provention of an arms race in outer space.
26 - 30 March Effective international arrangements to assure non-

nuclecar-weapons-States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons.
2 - 6 April New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems
of such weapons; radiological weapons. .
9 -~ 13 April Comprchensive prograrme of disarmanent.
16 - 27 April Turther consideration of outstanding matters.
nInformal meetings of the Conference will be held %o continue considcration
of the proposals submitted by members for its improved and effective functioning.
#The Conference will consider the selection of additional members in pursuance
of paragraph 19 of its report (CD/421).
"Meetings of subsidiary bodies will be convened after consuliations between
the President of the Conference and the Chairmen of the subsidiary bodies,

according to the circumstances and needs of those bodies.
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"The Ad Hoc Group of Scieatific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet from
27 February to 9 March 1984.

"In adopting 1ts programme of wecrk, the Conference has kept in mind the
provisions of rules 30 and 31 of 1ts Rules of Procedure."

10, At the 245th plenary meeting on 23 February 1984, the Conference took decisions
on the re-establishment, for the duration of 1ts 1984 session, of ad hoc subsadiary
bodies on Chemical Weapcns and Effective International Arrangements to Assure
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, as
well as on the re-establishment of an ad hoc subsidiery pody on the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament (Documents CD/440, CD/441 and CD/442). At the 259th plenary
meeting on 17 April 1964, the Conference alsc decided to establish, for the duration
of 1ts 1984 session, an Ad Hoc Committee on Radiologicel Weapons (document CD/499).
11l. At the 248th plenary meeting, the Conference decided to designate as

"Ad Hoc Committees", in accordance with 1ts Rules of Procedure, the subsidiary bodies
re-established at its 245th plenary meeting (document CD/446). At the time of
adoption of that decision, the President made the following statement:

"This decision has been taken 1n accordance with the understanding of the
Conference read by the President at the 245th plenary meeting of 28 February 1984
at the time of the re-establishment of the ad hoc subsidiary bodies, to the
effect that the same designation would be given to all the subsidiary bodies
establishe& directly under respective agenda items unless the Conference, in
specific cases, decides otheruvise.

"The adoption of the name 'Ad Hoc Committes' for subsidiary bodies of the
Conference stems from the chenge of name from 'Committee on Disarmament' to
'Conference on Disarmament'. That designation for subsidiary bodies 1s adopted
under Rule 23 of the Rules of Procedure of the Conference. It has no financial
or structural implications; it implies no change in the working procedures of
the Conference or in 1ts Rules of Procedure; and 1t has no bearing on the views
of members of the Conference on the ststance of matters under consideration.

"Subsidiary bodies mey be set up with:n the framework of Ad Hoc Committees,
their designation being determined by the respective Ad Hoc Committees in

accordance with established vractice."
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12, At its 258+th plenary meeting, the Conference decided to begin the second part of
the 1984 session on 12 June 1984,
13, During the second part of the 1934 session of the Conference, the President
submitted, 2t the 264th plenary meeting on 14 June 1984, s propossl on the programme
of work for the second pcrt of the session, At the same meeting, the Conference
adopted the programme of work proposed by the President (CD/506). It reads as follows?
"In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Conference on
Disarmement édopts the following programme of work for the second part of its
1984 session:
12~15 June Statements 1n plenary meetings. Consideration of the programme
of work snd the guestion of the establishment of additional
subsidiary bodies and other organizational questions which

will continue to be considered beyond 15 June.

18-22 June Nuclear test ban,

25-29 June Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclesr disarmsment.
2-6 July Prevention of nuclear war, including all releted matters.
9-13 July Cnemical weepons.

16-20 July Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

23=2T7 July Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear—

weapons States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons,
30 July-3 August Mew types of wecpons of mass destruction and new systems of

such weapons; radiological wespons,

6-10 August Comprehensive programme of dissrmament.
*
13-31 August Reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies; organizetional gquestions;

consideration and adoption of the Annual Report to the
General Assembly of the United Nations.
"The Conference will continue consideration of the proposals submitted by
members for its improved and effective functioning.
"The Conference will consider the selection of 2dditional members in
pursuance of paragraph 19 of its report (CD/ZZI).
nMeetings of subsidiery bodies will be arrenged after consultations between
the President of the Conference and the Chairmen of the subsidiary bodies,

according to the circumstances and needs of those bodies,
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"The Ad _Hoc CGroup of Scientific Srperts to Consider Internetional
Co—operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet from
30 July to 10 August 1984,

"In edopting its programme of work, the Conference has kept in mind the

provisions of rules 30 and 31 of 1ts Rules of Procedure.

j/ The closing date will be decided upon later, but 1t 1s presumed that
the Conference will adjourn not leter than 21 August.”
14, At its 276th piencf&lﬁeetlng on 26 July 1984, the Conference decided to close
1ts 1984 session on 21 August 1984.
B. Participation of States not Members of the Conference
15. In conformity with rule 22 of tﬁe Rules of Procedure, the following States

i
non-members of ithe Conference attended plensry meetings of the Conferences Aust}ia,

Bangladesh, Burundi, Csmeroon, Colombio; Denmerk, Democratic Yemen, finlend, Greece,
Holy See, Ireq, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugsl, Senegsl, Spein, Switzerland,
Tunisia, Turkey and Viet Nam,

16. The Conference received and considered requests for participation in its work
from States not members of the Conference. Several delegations made statements in
this connection (CD/PV.262 and CD/PV,283)., 1In accordence with the Rules of
Procedure, the Conference invited: :

(a) the representatives of Ausfria, Cemercon, Denmerk, Ecuzdor, Greece, Irelend,
New Zesland, Turkey and Switzerlend to psrticipate during 1984 in the plenary meetings
eand in the subsidiary body on chem:iczl vezpons;

(b) the representatives of Tinlend and Norway to perticipste during 1984 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on chemicsl wespons, negative security
assurances, radiologicel weecpons end the comprehensive progremme of disarmement;

(c) the representatives of Colombia, Democrastic Yemen, Senegal end Spain to
participste during 1984 1n.the plenory meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on
chemical wespons, negative security sssursnces snd the comprehensive programme of
disarmanent;

(@) the representetive of Portugal to participste during 1984 in the plenary
meetings end in the subsidiary bodies on chemical weapons and the comprehensive

programme of disarmament;
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(e) the representztive of Viet Nam to address the plenery meetings of the
Conference on 27 Merch ond 26 July 1984 on the items on the eagends dezling with
negetive security assurances and the comprehensive programme of discrmsnient;

(f) the representative of Bongladesh to perticipete during 1984 in the
plenary meetings end in thc subsidiary body on the comprehensive progromme of
disarmament ;

(2) the representative of the Holy See to sddress the plenary meetxing of
the Conference on 15 March 1584,

T, Ekpgnsion of the membership of the Conference
17. The Conference is swsre of the urgency ettached to the question of
expansion of its membership in pursuance of parsgraph 19 of its Report to the
thirty-eighth-regular séssion of the United-Nations Genersl Assembly.
18, The Conference had before it the requests for membership received from
the following non-member Stetes, in chronological order: Norway, Finlsnd, Austrie,
Turkey, Senegsl, Bangladesh, Spsin, Viet Nem, Ireland, Tunisia, BEcuador, Cameroon
and Greece,
19, During its 1984 session the Presidents of the Conference conducted appropriate
consultstions with the members, according to esteblished practice, concerning the
selection of additionsl members. A group of Socislist countries presented an
informel working paper CD/WP.132 regarding modalities and guidelines for
expanaion. Other delegations also stated their views, The Conference recalled
its decision thst its membership might be increased by not more then four States
and agreed that candidates for memobership should be nominzsted, two by the
Group of 21, one by the Socialist Group, snd one by the Western Group, so &s to
maintain balance in the membership of the Conference.,
20, The Conference will continue its consultations with 2 view to taking a
positive decision et its next snnual session and will inform accordingly the
fortieth session of the United Nations Generzsl Assembly.
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Ge Proposals for the improved and effective

functioning of the Conference

21;' Various proposals concerning the improved ond effective functioning of the
Conference were put forward. The results of their excminstion by an informal group
of-seven members were embodied in Working Psper CD/WP.lOO/Rev.l, dated 19 July 1984.
The Conference devoted threec informal meetings to 1ts considerction.
22. At its 282nd plenery meeting on 16 August 1984, the Conference téok note,
with appreciation, of Working Pecper CD/WP.IOO/Rev.l. Several members msde
statements in connection with thet Woricing Psper ond nede proposels concerning’
further work on the subject (CD/PV.232). It is understood that the Conference will
continue the consideration of its improved and effective l[unctioning st its
1985 session.
23. One delegstion reviewed the proceedings of the Conference connected with the
various proposals ;o create subsidiary orzans on four of the mein items of the
agenda. Such-a meview proves conclusively that the failure to epprove such
proposals was mainly due to the aversion which the term "negotiation" seems to
provoke smong-several of the members of one of the groups of the Coanference, On
the other hand, it is precisely multilatersl negotiation on disarmsment which was
assigned'as the main function of the Conference by the Genersl Assembly in its
Final Document of 1978, unanimously and cstegoricslly reaffirmed in 1932, It
does not seem therefore that.anybody could think of modif&ing such decision,
Consequently, perhaps the best solution could be that the Conference on Disarmament
or the General Assembly endeavour to eleborate an authoritative definition which
may be acceptable to all of what siiould be understood by "negotiation" for the
objectives sssigned to the Conference.

H, Communications from Hon-Governmentsl Organizations
24, In accordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all
communications from Non-Governmental Organizetions and persons were circulated to
the Conference (Dogument CD/WG0.9 and 10), '
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ITI. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE DURING ITS 1984 SESSION
25. The substantive work-of the Coriference during its 1984 session was based on its
agenda and programme of work adopted fotr the year. The list of documents issued by
the Conference, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as Appendix II
to the report. An index of the verbatim records by country and subject, listing the
statements made by delegations during 19684, and the verbatim records of the meetings
of the Conference are attached as Appendix III to the report. )
26. The Conference had before it a letter dated 3 February 1984 from the
Secretary-General of the United flations (CD/428) transmitting all the resolutions on
disarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session in 1983,
including those entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on

Disarmament:

38/62 nCcessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons”

38/63 n"Upgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty"

38/67 nConclusion of an international convention on the strengthening of
the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons"

38/68 "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-
nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons"

38/70 "Prevention of an arms race in outer space"

38/72 "Immediate cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests"

38/73 G "Convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons”
38/182 "Ppohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of

weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"

38/183 C "Prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon"

28/183 D "Nuclear weapons in all aspects”

38/183% G "Prevention of nuclear war"

38/183 H "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by
the General Assembly at its tenth speclal session"”

38/183 I "Report of the Committee on Disarmament”

38/183 K "Comprehensive programme of disarmament”

38/187 A "Prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons”

38/187 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"
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38/188 B "Review Conference of. the Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of
the EHmplacement of Nuclear Weapons.and Other Weapons ¢f Mass
Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil
Thereof™®
38/168 D "Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and.use of
. radiological weapons"
38/188 E 'Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons
i purposes”
27. At the 239th plenary meeting of the Conference on 7 February 1984, - the,
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General and Secretary-General
of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a,message- from the Secretary-General of
the United Nations at the opening of the 1984 session (CD/PV.239). At the
271st plenary meeting of the Conference on 10 July 1984, the Secretary-Gengral of
the United Nations addressed.the Confersnce. He gstressed the high priority he
attached to disarmament and expressed his concern over the present state of affairs,
which he naoted was the cause of deep anxiety to all nations.
28. In addition to documents separately listed under specific.items, the Conference
received the following:

(a) Document CD/423, dated 17 January 1984, submitted by the delegationm of
Mongolia, entitled "Texts of the Declaration by the Great People's Khural of: the
Mongolian People's Republic and the appeal by the Great People's Khural of the
Mongolian People's Republic to the Parliaments of the Countries of Asia and the
Pacific dated 7 December 1983",

(b) Document CD/427, dated 31 January 1984, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled. "Replies given by Mr. Y.V. Andropov
to questions from the newspaper Pravda®.

(¢) Document CD/434, dated 17 February 1984, submitted by a group of socialist
States,l/ entitled "Organizational matters of the work of the Conference on
Disarmament”.

(d) Document CD/444, dated 19 March 1984, submitted by the delegation af the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Excerpt from the address of the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, Mr. K.U. Chernenko, to a meeting of voters of Kuibvshev electoral
ward, Moscow on 2 March 1984",

1/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia,
Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(e) Document CD/447, dated 9 March 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Islamic Republic of Iran, entitled "Letter dated 2 March 1984 from the Permanent
Representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament containing information on missile attacks and bombardments
in both military and civilian areas ‘'of the Islamic Republic of Iran".

(f) Document CD/4T5, dated 15 March 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Islamic Republic of Iran, entitled "Letter dated 13 March 1984 from the Permanent
Representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran concerning the use of geographical
terms in submissions to the Conference on Disarmament".

(g) ~Document CD/481 and Corr.l, dated 23 March 1984, submitted by the
delegation of Poland, entitled "Peace Appeal by ihe National Conference of
Delegates of the Polish United Workers' Party, Warsaw, 18 March 1984".

(h) Document CD/497, dated 11 April 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,entitled "Konstantin Chernenko's- answer to
questions by the Newspaper 'Pravda'".

(1) Document CD/501, dated 26 April 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Hungéry, entitled "Communiqué of the meeting of the Committee of Ministers for
Foreigrn Affairs of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty".

(j) Document CD/513, dated 29 June 1984, submitted by the Group of 21, 2/
entitled "Statement of the Group of 21".

(k) Document CD/528, dated 1 August 1984, submitted by the Secretariat,
entitled "List of documents relating to the items on the agenda of the Conference
on Disarmament, including documents of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament
(ENDC: 1962-1969); The Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
(CCD: 1969-1978); the Committee on Disarmament and the Conference on Disarmament
(CD: 1979-1984)".

(1) Document CD/538, dated 20 August 1984, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Tass Statement".

A. Nuclear test ban

29. The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear test ban" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
20-24 February and 18-22 June 1984.

2/ Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia, Islamic Republic of Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire.
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30. During the first part of the annual session, the Conference had before it the
Third Report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events, as well as a Progress .
Report on the 17th session of the Ad Hoc Group, as contained in Document CD/4435 and
CD/449 respectively. The Ad Hoc Group met from 27 Februagy tc 9 Mareh 1984 under
the Chairmanship of Dr. Ola Dahlman of Sweden. At 1t§ 257th plenary meetiqg on

10 April 1984, the Conference adopted the recommendation contained in the Progress
Report on the 17th session of the Ad Hoc Group (CD/449) and, at its,259th plenary
meeting on 17 April 1984, took note of its Third Report (CD/448).

51. 1In accordance with the recommendation containced in the Progress Report on

its 17th session, the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Lxperts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events met from 30 July to

10 August 1984 and submitted a paper entitled "Procedures for the GSE Technical
Test (GSETT) 1984", as well as a Progress Report on its 18th session, as contained
in documents CD/534 and CD/535, respectively. At its 283rd plenary mceting on

21 August 1984, the Conference took note of dacument CD/534 and adopted the
recommendation contained in the Progress Report (Cb/535).

32. The follow;ng documents were submitted to the Conference in connection with
the item during the 1984 session:

(a) Document Cé4430, dated 7 February 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Nuclear Explosions 1945-1983v,

tb) Document CD/438, dated 24 February 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Mexico, entitled "Draft Mandate for the (ad hoc subsidiary body) on a Nuclear Test
Ban".

(Q)'IDocument CD/491, dated 28 March 1984, submitted by the delegation of
the Féderal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper: aspects of modern
developments in selsmiclevent recording techniques'.

(d) Deccument CD/492, dated 28 March 1984, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Draft Mandate for the ad hoc subsidiary body on a Nuclear Test Ban",

(e) Document CD/507, dated 15 June 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Norway, entitled "Working Paper: Seismic Verification of a Comprehensive Nuclear
Test Ban: Future Directions”.

(f) Document CD/520, dated 19 July 1984, sutmitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Draft Mandate for the Ad Hod‘Cpmmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban".

(g) Document CD/521, dated 20 July 1984, submitted by the delegations of
Australia; Belgium; Canada; Germany, Federal Republic of; Italy; Japan;
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Netherlands; Unifed Kingdom aﬁd United States of America, entitled "Draft Mandate
for the Ad Hoc Subsidiary Body on item 1 of the agenda of the Conference on
Disarmament entitled 'Nuclear~Test Ban'".

(h) Document CD/522, dated 20 July 1984, submitted by a group .of socialist
States, entitled "Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee on item 1 of the agenda
of the Conference on Disarmament".

(1) Document CD/524, dated 25 July 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Japan, entitled, "Working Paper: step~-by-step approach to a Comprehensive Test
Ban".

(j) Document CD/531, dated 6 August 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Australia, entitled "Working Paper: Principles for the Verification of a
Comprehenqive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty".

33. In acéordance with its programme of work relating to the consideration of

the establishment of subsidiary bodies on items of its agonda, the Conference
held, at the beginning of the first part of the session and subsequently, a

number of informal meetings, inter alia, on the establishment of an ad hoc
committee on item 1. A large number of delegations were convinced that the
mandate of the former subsidiary body on a nuclear test ban fell far short of
meeting the expzctations of the international community from the Conference on
Disarmament. That mandate, in their view, did not correspond to the consistent
recommendation of the United Nations General Asscmbly over the past 25 years, for
an urgent conclusion of a treaty on a nuclear weapons test ban. They therefore
felt that the Conference must revise the mandate of the NTB subsidiary body so as
to empower it to actually negotiate a treaty banning nuclear-weapons tests and not
merely to engagé in a discussion of peripheral issues in the name of verification.
Other delegations including two nuclear-weapon States were of the view that it did
not make sense to revise the mandate from its terms in the previous session, as
the Conference had by no means completed its work under this mandate, but, in a
spirit'of compromise, they were willing to broaden the previous mandate
substantially 1q order to make progress toward the eventual objective of a
complete cessation of nuclear explosions.

34. At the 255th meeting, on 3 April 1984, at the request of the Group of 21, the
President put before the Conference for decision the proposal of that Group,
contained in document CD/492, on the mandate for an ad hoc committee on item 1 of
the agenda. A grbup of socialist countries supported this proposal. Some other
delegatioﬁs, however, were unable to aéree to adopt it. Therefore, the President

noted that there was at that time no consensus on it.
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25, During the second part of its session, the Conference continued to deal with
the question of the establishment of a subsidiary body on item 1 of its agenda.

At its 274th plenary meeting, on 19 July 1984, the Group of 21 introduced in
document CD/52O an updated version of the draft submitted in document GD/492.

At the 275th plenary meeting, on 24 July, a draft mandate was introduced in
document CD/521 on behalf of a group of nine Western States who expressed the -
view that consultations should continue. A group of Socialist States intréduced
a draft mandate in document CD/522, based on proposals formulated in document CD/434
of 17 February 1984. In view of the subtmission of those two draft mandates and the
statements made on that day, the Group of 21 agreed to postpone a decision on its
own draft mandate until the next plenary meeting. At the 276th plenary meeting,
on 26 July 1984, at the request of the Group of 21 the President put before the
Conference for decision the proposal of that Group, contained in document CD/520,
on the mandate for an ad hoc committee on item 1 of the agenda. A group of
socialist countries supported this proposal of the Group of 21 and stated that it
would not press for a decision on its own draft mandate, contained in document
CD/522, should the Group of 21's proposal be adopted. One delegation, speaking on
behalf of the nine Western delegations which had earlier submitted a draft mandate,
questioned whether there had been sufficient consultations on the matter and
proposed that there should be further delsy before a decision was taken., The
Group of 21 reiterated that there had been enough consultations, and as a2 reminder
stated that the proposals made by the Western Group had, in fact, been discussed
for several weeks. Another delegation speaking as co-ordinator of. the Group of
Western countries regretted that it had not been possible to unite all delegations
in that group behind the mandate contained in document CD/520 which could not
therefore join in a consensus on that mandate. It further stated that, in its
view, the proceas of consultations with a view to establishing such a body had

not been fully utilized. It noted the grave consequences of putting forward a
mandate for decision by the €Conference in full knowledge that it would not be
acceptable to all, as well as the grave consequences of demanding too mach at an
arbitrarily chosen time in a Conference that was based on consensus: that the
Conference would not be able to tackle a subject of such vital importance at all,
and that all delegations would thereby be prevented from doing useful and
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constructive work in the field of nuclear testing. In this connection, a member
of the Group of 21 stated that the question of the complete prohibitigg of puc_l_ear
weapon testing had been included for over a quarter of a century in the aéenda of
the United Nations as an item of the highest priority. It therefore expressed

its conviction-that there had been no arbltrarlness nor undue haste in submitting
a mandate which would have enabled the Coni‘erenoe on Disarmament to J.;u.ta.ate the
immediate negotiation of a treaty whose conclusion bad been long overdue, as the
General Asgembly requested in its resolution 38/62. The President noted that
there-was at that time no comsemsus.for the adoption of the draft mandgte proposed
by the Group of 21. The co-ordinator of, the Group of 21 expressed the deep
disappointment of his group that it had not been possible to set up ap ad hoc
committee and said that the group was not in a position to endorse the Arait
subpitted by a group of Western States in document CD/52L While regretting‘tpp
lack of consensus on its proposal, the Group of 21 expressed its detem‘ixlla“tjﬁqn

to persevere in its search for a suitable solution which would make it possibie
for the Conference on Disarmament to undertake as rapidly as possible a\pego,'g_ia:;?.ng
process on agenda item 1. The Group of 21 also expressed the hope that the,
delegations which once again had not been in a position to join in a consensus

on the setting up of an ad hoc comnittee with an appropriate mandate on a nuclear-
test ban would take advantage of the period between sessions to reflect on the
seriousness of the situation and revise their position so as to bring it into line
with the appeals of the international community. The Group of 21 was prepared to
adopt the draft mandate.9f a group of Socialist States contained in document
CD/522. The President then put before the Conference for decision the proposal

of a group of Socialist States contained in document CD/522 on the mandate for
an ad hoc committee on item 1 of the agenda. One deleggtion speaking as co—ordinator
of the group of Western countries sjatied that, in view of, the positipp of certain ,
delegations, it could not join in a gonsensus on this draft .text, and referred also
to the statement made on behalf of. its group. regarding document cp/ 520. The
President declared thatn.there was at that time np consensus on the proposal. A
representative of the group of Sacialist States, stated that they regretted that. no
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consensus had been reached on document CD/522. The group of Socialist States,
however, would not cease its efforts to achieve an agreement which would allow

the commencement of negotiations on a treaty banning all nuclear-weapons tests.
The proposal for the mandate of an ad hoc committee on item 1 put forward by a
group of nine Western countries in document CD/521 was not submitted to the
Conference for a decision.

36, A number of delegations addressed the 1ssues concerning a nuclear-test ban

at plenary meetings of the Conference.

27, The Group of 21 considered that at present the survival of mankind was in
Jeopardy owing to the existence of more than 50,000 nuclear weapons. The Group
further noted with profound concern that the nuclear arms race, far from ceasing,
continued at an ever-accelerating speed and was characterized by the continuous
advent of new and more sophisticated weapons systems as well as the refinement

of existing ones. In the view of the Group the time to put an end to this
situation had been long overdue. The Group of 21 believed that it was imperative
that the nuclear-weapon States cease to regard nuclear weapons as essential
elements of their security at the expense of the security of everybody else,

and begin the process of halting the nuclear arms race in its quantitative and
qualitative aspects. The Group of 21 considered that to that end all nuclear-
weapons States should stop the testing, production and deployment of nuclear
weapons., In that context, the Group of 21 viewed a nuclear-test ban as an
indispensable step towards curbing the qualitative development of nuclear weapons.
The Group of Socialist countries in general shared this point of view., Other
delegations expressed their disagreement with elements of the views set forth in
the previous section of this paragraph.

38. The Group of 21 further stated that in the absence of agreement on the setting
up of an ad hoc conmittee with a suitable mandate the Conference would once again
this year have devoted in all only four plenary meetings to this issue which,
however, was included in its agenda with highest priority. Clearly, such treatment
was, in the view of that Group, in keeping neither with the importance of the issue
and its possible impact on a nuclear disarmament process nor with the urgency of
the matter. In 1982, concerned at the continuing lack of negotiations on this
agenda item, the Group of 21, in a display of a spirit of compromise, agreed to
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participate in a consensus on the setting up of an ad hoc working group with a
mandate which it nevertheleas considered inadequate. In doing so, the Group of 21
was inspired by the will to overcome the impasse and make it possible to seﬁ'up

a working group on a nuclear-test ban. In a further display of flexibility, the
Group of 21 did not oppose the renewed settiﬁg up“of the Working Group with the
same mandate in 1983, although it consjdered that the Working Group had exhausted
the consideration of the issues of verification and compliance. In the light of
this, the Group of 21 considered that the time‘had come for the Confgrence to take
a responsible decision and engage withoui delay in negotiations on a nuclear-test-
ban treaty in an ad hoc committee set up for that purpose. This view was shared by
the Croup of Socialist countries. Other delegations pointed out that issues
relating to the nuclear—-test ban had Leen discussed on many occasions. Discussion,
in their view, had not bteen confined to the four plenary meetings listed on the
programme of work. They recalled that whrle not agreeing that the grevious mandate
had been exhausted they were willing to expand it in a spirit of compromise.

329, The Group of 21 recalled that the complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests
was a qugstion that had been under consideration for more than 25 years and had
been the subject of more than 40 resolutions of the General Assembly. It further
recalled that already in 1972 the Secreﬁary—General of the United Nations had
declared that al;_technica} and scientific asgects of the problem had been so fully.
explored that only a‘political decisiop was necessary to achieve final agreement,
that when the existing means of verification were taken into account it was
difficult to, understand further delay in achiaving agreement on aq_qndergroupdftest
ban, and that the potential risks of continuning underground nuclear-weapon tests
would far outweigh any possible risks from ending such tests. The Group of 21
stressed the nged for the Conference to implement General ‘Alssembly resolution 38/62
and to initiate immediately the multilateral negotiations of a treaty for the
prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests. Accordingly the Group proposed the
establishment of an ad hoc committee to initiate such negotiations. The Group of 21
deplored once again the fact that a very small number of delegations had prevented
the initiation of negotiations on a matter to which the international éommunity
had for so long assigned the highest priority. It was held that under the
circumstances serious consideration should be given to examining, as of the
beginning of the 1985 session of the Conference, the amendment to the Rules of
Procedure proposed by the Group of 21 in 1982, to the effect that the rule of
consensus should not be used in such a way as to prevent the establislment of
subsidiary organs for the effective performance of the functions of the Conference.
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40. The group of Socialist States generally considered the éarliest completion of
the preparation of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests and, until the conclusion of such a treaty, the proclamation by all nuclear-
weapon States of a moratorium on all nuclear explosions to be among the most immediate
and significant measures for the prevention of nuclear war. They proposed the
establishment of an ad hoc committee of the Conference to carry out practical
negotiations with a view to elaborating a corresponding treaty. These delegations
further expressed the view, which was shared by a number of other delegations, that
the tuo draft treaties (CD/346 and CD/381) tabled in the Committee on Disarmament in
1983, together with the knowledge and experience accummlated in the multilateral
negotiating body over the years, could serve as a sound basis for negotiations and
eventual agreement on the subject. The Groupof Socialist Statesdeplored the fact that
negotiations cn a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon
teste had not yet been started at the CD because of the resistance which some
nuclear-weapon States were putting ﬁp against such negotiations. \Eyey rejected

-
———

endeavours of some countries to engage the Conference in heaningless discussions on

a nuclear test tan, which could be turned into a smokescreen for the lack of
political will on the part of some countries to stop nuclear testing. The group
held the view that a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear

weapon tests, including verification provisions, should be elaborated in the
framework of practical treaty negotiations. In this connection it was emphasized
that it was not an alleged verification problem that prevented progress towards,a
comprehensive test ban treaty. Inthe viewof the Groupof Socialist States all '
possibilities existed today to sufficiently verify compliance with such a treaty.
Consequently, the group appealed to the nuclear-weapon States concerned to

review their positions and to come up with a clear commitment to treaty negotiations.
Western delegations rejected the presumed characterizationof their views as set forth
in the preceding section of this paragraph, and disagreed that the problems of
verification and comnliance in a future test ban had been solved. This rejection
was, however, disqissed by some other delegations as groundless and as an attempt

to present their position in a more favourable light. The delegations concerned,
however, considered their views as well-grounded and substantial, and as having
nothing to do with appearances.

41. In the view of onc nuclear-weapon State, member of the group of Socialist States,
the question of a nuclear-weapon test ban under present conditions had acquired
particular importance and uvrgency. It reiterated its readiness to continue Qithout
further delay negotiations on this issue and to consider, should a subsidiary body on

item 1 of the Conference's agenda be provided with a negotiating mandate, inter alia,
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the possibility of organizing an exchange of data on the radioactivity of air masses
with the establishment of appropriate international data centres on the same basis
as was envisaged in respact of the seismic data exchange. It added that it would
elaborate on this proposal in the negotiations witnin an appropriate ad hoc Committee.
42. A group of western countries reaffirmed their commitment and the great
importance they attached to a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban. They favoured the
re-establishment of a subsidiary body on i1tem 1 of the Conference's agenda to resume
its substantive examination of specific 1ssues relating to such a ban, including the
issue of scope as well as those of verification and compliance with a view to
negotiation of a treaty on the subject. They further proposed that the subsidiary
body should examine the institutional and administrative arrangements necessary for
establishing, testing and operating an international seismic monitoring network as
part of an effective verification system. They urged the Conference to adopt the
draft mandate which had been tabled on behalf of nine delegations and which was in
accordance with the requests as contained in General Assembly resolution 38/63,
because that mandate, in their view, was the best formula available at the present
time and under the present circumstances and would enable substantive work to take
place. They pointed to the fact that, although 1t had not been possible to establish
an ad hoc Commi:ctee, delegations from this Group had presented three working papers
(CD/491, CD/524, and CD/531) in an effort to make further progress in dealing with
substantive issues related to the important subject of a comprehensive nuclear test
ban and stated that they in@ended to continue to present substantive working papers
in order to contribute to the resolution of matters connected with a Comprehensive
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. That group of delegations further emphasized that the
scope of a Comprehensive Nucleer Test Ban Treaty should be sucn as to ban all
nuclear tests by all States, in all environments for all time and should not be
limited solely to nuclear weapons tests. They deplored the fact that in spite of
serious efforts, it haa not been possible to set up an ad hoc committee under item 1
and stressed their willingness to continue consultations on the important issue of
such a mandate. One delegation of that group regretted in particular that it had
not been possible for ccnsensus to be reached on a mandate for the negotiation of
such a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban but believed 1t was imperative for the
Conference to establish an ad hoc subsidiacy body under item 1 in which work
representing substantive progress towards the negotiation of such a Comprehensive
Nuclea¥ Test Ban could be undertakea. To assist in the consideration of the
verification aspect of such a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty that delegation
tabled a working paper (CD/531) which incorporated principles for the verification

of a Comprehensive Nucleatr Test Ban Treaty.
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43. Many delegations noted that no other subject had been under examination for
such a long time as that of the nuclear test ban. Thef further recalled that the
issues of verification and scope had been extensively discussed during the 1982

and 1983 sessions in the Ad Hoc Working Group that had been set up” under

agenda item 1. They pointed out that already in 1982 they had accepted the terms

of the present mandate only because they were persuaded that the explicit reference
to the need to take into account existing proposals and future initiatives and to

the adoption of a decision by the Committee on Disarmament on subsequent courses of
action, should necessarily be interpreted as meaning that the Group's mandate should
be broadened, as required by those proposals and initiatives, not in the indefinite
future but at a very early date. These delegations further recalled that in 1983
they had stated the view that the Ad Hoc Working Group had fulfilled its mandate and
that it sHould be chapged in order to enable the Working Group to proceed without
further delay to negotiations on a nuclear test ban treaty. For the above reasons,
those delegations rejected the view of one 'member’ that the mandate it had tabled on
behalf of nine delegations, including two nuclear-weapon States, was the best formula
available at the present time and under the present circumstances and would enable
substantive work to take place. Those delegations also stated that the draft mandate
tabled by a Western group of delegations was not im conformity with:the specific
request addressed to the Conference on Disarmament in paragraph 6 of General Assembly
resolution 38/62 to "initiate immediately the multilateral negotiation of a treaty
for the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests". Those delegations further maintained
that a mandate which did not envisage negotiations on a treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests would not correspond to the urgent
necessity of achieving a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, as demanded in many
resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly, and might only constitute-a -
smokescreen for the lack of political will on the part of some nuclear-weapon States to
stop nuclear testing. Other delegations rejected this characterization of the views of
some nuclear-weapon States. With regard to the working papers referred to in
paragraph 42 above, many delegations drew the attention of Western delegations to the
urgent need for negotiations with a view to elaborating a treaty on the complete and

general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests which could not be replaced by a mere
discussion of technical issues. They maintained that technical questions, connected

with such a treaty, should be taken up in the process of negotiations. These Western
delegations reiterated their view that in the past they had made substantive
contributions on a large number of 1ssues related to a comprehensive nuclear test
ban, i.e. verification and compliance, scope, organizational matters, and that they
intended to cvontinue their efforts to contribute to the éeaolution of aubstanti;e

issues connected with a comprehensive nuclear test ban.
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44. Jpne delegation suggested that in order to find a break-through in the eiisting
impasse on the issue, the Conference should make an in-depth study of "a step-by-
step formula", under which underground nuclear test explosions of a yield considered
at present technically verifiable on a multinational basis would be taken'as the
threshold and agreement would be reached on banning test explosions overstepping
that threshold and thereafter the threshold would be lowered as the verification
capability is improved. This proposal was based on the belief that, under the
present situation, the step-by-step formula is the most realistic option leading to

a comprehensive test ban and also on the recognition that what is not adequately
verifiable cannot be effectively prohibited. Some members of the Group of 21 had
serious apprehensions as to the idea of a separate threshold arrangement as such.
They shared the view that the experience of the existing threshold test ban treaty,
which only prohibited nuclear weapon tests above 150 kilotons ‘was hardly encouraging
since, in their view, it had reduced rather than enhanced confidence between the
signatories. Members of this group further pointed out that any reasonable demands
for a reliable verification system can be fulfilled with the existing scientific "
and technical resources. These delegations considered that threshold proposals and
other "step-by:step" approaches tended to legitimize nuclear weapoh testing.
Furthermore, such approaches, in their view, did not preclude the modernization of
nuclear weapons and thus failed to contribute to the cessation 6? the qualitative
development of nuclear weapons. Certain of these defegations, while indicating )
their readiness to participate in endeavours to further develop the concept inherent
in the "step-by-step" formula, emphasized that such a formula would only be
acceptable to ‘them if it was for a short phase—out period directly linked to the
conclusion of a test ban treaty. Some other delegations pointed out that, in their
view, the "step-by-step formula" could constitute a transitional and evolutionary
measure which would bring the Conference ever closer to a comprehensive test ban in
a progressive manner.

45. One nuclear-weapon State, member of the Western group of delegations, supported
a continuation of work on issues relating to verification and compliance because it
believed that resolution of these 1ssueswas crucial if a comprehensive nuclear test
ban were eventually to be achieved. That State noted that its position had been
completely consistent on this point and that *here remained many issues on which a
detailed and thorough discussion "had hardly begun in the nuclear test ban working
group in 1983 In recalling the report of that working group, that State asked how
the Conference, based on such a report, possibly could accept the view that its work
had been completed ‘and that it was now time to move on to other issues. It urged
that it be realized that it was important to fulfil the mandate, and to pursue the

unfinished business of the working group. In this connection, that State reaffirmed
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its commitment to a'comprehensive nuclear test ban, and stated that it was its
ultimate objective. It further stated that the point of departure was the question
of timing, not the principle. Its Governuent was firmly committed to significant
and verifiable arms reductions, expanded confidence-building measures, and effective
verification capabilities, but until it was persuaded that these policy objectives
were not only“being seriously addressed but well along the road to being satisfied,
it was not prepared’to agree to a mandate that provided for negotiations in a
subsidiary body on nuclear test ban. That State noted, however, that this did not
mean that the Conference could not make a true contribution toward the eventual
achievement of a nuclear test ban. And it had further expressed its willingness,
in a spirit of compromise, to broaden substantially the mandate of the suhsidiary
body with a view to making further progress toward the objective of a nuclear test
ban. Another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the same group of delegations
expressed its disappointment at the failure to set up an Ad Ad Hoc Committee; the
delegation recalled that its Government had the previous year supported the
formation of a working group on a comprehensive nuclear teat 'ban which would
concentrate on a detailed examination of issues relating to verification, the major
point of difficulty which had frustrated allnattempts at negotiation thus féﬁl It
believed that unless a measure of agreement was reached on this fundamental point,
negotiations on a comprehensive test ban would not be suocessful. Changing the
mandate would not help, in its view, to find a solution to this basic problem.
Nevertheless this delegation had joined willingly with other Western delegations in
the search for compromise language, it had been disappointed at the lack of response
to a revised draft which had been circulated. It believed that it was'not too late
to reach agreement on the text formally tabled in the name of nine Western S
delegations (CD/521) in order to provide the basis for a-systematic discussion of
this pertinent issue,. ’

46. Many delegations recalled that in 1980 those two nuclear-weapon States, together
with a third one, submitted to the Committee on Disarmament a report on the
trilateral negotiations which had been under way since 1977 in which, inter alia,
they stated the following:

”The negotiating parties are seeking a treaty that for decades has been
given one of the highest priorities in the field of arms limitation, and’ the
Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States continue to attach
great importance to it. The desire to achieve an early agreement which 1is
80 widely shared by the international community, has been repeatedly expressed
at the highest level of all three Governments.
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"Global interest in the cessation of nuclear weapon tests by all States

has been recorded by a succession of resolutions of the Unitec Nations

1

Disarmament of the United Nations General Assembly. It has been stated in

General Assembly and by the Final Document of the Special Session on

the preambles to a number of international arms limitation treaties now in
force, and its significance will again be underlined in the forthcoming
second Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear,
Weapons.

"The objectives which the negotiating parties seek to achieve as a result
of this treaty are important to all mankind. Specifically, they seek to
attain a treaty which will make a major contribution to the shared objectives
of constraining the nuclear arms race, curbing the spread of nuclear weapons,
and strengthening international peace and security.

"The negotiating parties are mindful of the great value for all mankind
that the prohibition of nugclear weapon test exp;osions in all environments
will have,.and they are conscious of the important responsibility placed upon
them to find solutions to the remaining problems. The three negotiating.
parties have come far in their pursuit of.a sound treaty and continue to believe
that their trilateral negotiations offer the bgat way forward. They are .
determined to exert their best efforts and necessary will and persistance to
bring the negotiations to an early and, suyccessful conclusion.”

These delegations considered that the behaviour in the Conference on Disarmament of
the two Western nuclear-weapon States which subscribed @o’tpe above report was not
compatible with the above statement and that it demonstrated that, in the view of
those delegations, what was required 1in 1984 was a pplitica% dgcision to conclude a
nuclear test ban and that it was those States that refused to take that decision
that bore the sole responsibility for the paralysis of the Conference with respect
to agenda item 1. Some other delegations categorically pgjected these allegations
concerning the policies and actions of two nuclear-weapon States in the Copference,
and referred to their views as recorded elsewhere in this report. This rejectipn
was, houever, dismissed by some other delegations as groundless and as an attempt to
present their position in a more favourable light. The delegations concerned,
however, considered their views as well-groundgdrand,aupqtantial,,and as having
nothing to do with appearances. .

47. Many delegations further considered that the poaitions now taken by those
nuclear-weapon States, depositaries of the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, were not
reconcilable with the legal commitment accepted by them.in that Treaty, in whose
preamble it is stated: "seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions

of nuclear weapons for all time, determined to continue negotiations to this end ...".
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In connection with the views expressed in paragraphs 42 and 45, they noted that the
overwhelming majority of nations considered that existing means of verification
were adequate to assure compliance with a nuclear test ban. Therefore the alleged
lack of adequate verification was, in their view, nothing but an excuse for further
testing and refinement of nuclear weapons. The two nuclear-weapon States rejected
the allegation that they had not acted completely in accordance with their
obligations under the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963.
48, Many delegations were also of the opinion that the approach of the two
nuclear-weapon States belonging to the Western group of delegations was tantamount to
blocking useful practical work on agenda item 1. They were convinced that it was not.
an alleged verification question that prevented progress towards a prohibition of
nuclear weapon tests, but the lack of political will of certain . nuclear-weapon States
to cease nuclear testing. They further heid the view that the position of one major
nuclear-weapon State stemmed from its well-known plans to continue and extend the
testing of nuclear weapons in order to implement its programmes of developing and
deploying new types and systems of nuclear weapons, thus fuelling even further the
nuclear arms race in that State's quest for nuclear superiority. Those delegations
strongly condemned this policy and stated that the full responsibility for the
dangerous consequences of the refusal to negotiate a nuclear test ban treaty rested
squarely with the two nuclear-weapon States, one of which refused in 1982 to continue
the trilateral negotiations on the subject. Other delegationms, including the two
nuclear-weapon étates in question,categorically rejected these allegations and
referred to the description of their policies with respect to nuclear disarmament
which had been made clear in official statements and which were summarized elsewhere .
in the Report of the Conference. This rejection was, however, dismissed by aome other.
delegations as groundless and as an attempt to present their position in a more
favourable light. The delegations concerned, however, considered their views as
well-grounded and substantial, and as having nothing to do with appearances.
49. Some delegations also stated that the further work of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts. to Consider International Co-operative measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Events would be meaningless unless certain nuclear-weapon States
refrained from creating obstacles for practical negotiations on a treaty on complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Other delegations supported the
continuation of efforts of the Group of Scientific Experts under present
circumstances as a valuable and practical contribution to the work of the Conference.
Still other delegations considered that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
Consider International Co-operative measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events
could not continue its work in a vacuum and that the future of its work should be

related to a negotiating process on a nuclear test ban.
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50. Many delegations, noting the position of ome or two muclear-weapon States as
expressed in paragraph 45, in particular the statement -made by one of them, that
a muclear test ban was an ultimate objective, and that they were not prepared to
agree to any negotiation on the issue at this time, felt that under the
circumstances the establishment of a subsidiary body to resume the substantive
examination of issues relating to a NTB would only serve as a smokeséreen to cover
their unwillingness to conclude a treaty. These delegations further reaffirmed.
their conviction that agreement on basic principles could be reached only through
the process of negotiation and that it should not be made a precondition to the
initiation of such a process. They 'also stated that the refusal of those two
mclear-weapon States to negotiate a nuclear test ban reflected a military policy
of contimued reliance on muclear weapouns and consequent unwillingness to put an‘ -
end to the muclear arms race. Other delegations disagreed completely with this
characterization of the situation.

51. Most delegations considered that the cessation of the nuclear arms race
required the participation of all.muclear-weapon States in the negotiation of a
miclear test ban. They deplored the refusal of two nuclear-weapon States to
participate in the consideration of the item which demonstrated their
determination to contimue the quantitative and qualitative development of these
wespons of mass destruction.

52. One mclear-weapon State reiterated that it would be prepared, once the

two States with the largest nuclear arsenals had taken the lead in halting the
testing, improvemeut and production of nuclear weapons and substantially reducing
their nuclear weapons, to take corresponding measures.

53, The delegation of the other muclear-weapon State referred to above disagreed
with the opinions expressed in paragraph 51. 1In its view, commitments in this
field should be part of the process of muclear disarmament; such commitments
should be taken first by the two countries which possessed by far the most
important muclear arsenals and conducted by far the highest number of tests.
Therefore this delegation was not in a position to participate in work, the
objective of which would be the nggotiation of an agreement to which its country
could not subscribe, until the conditions for a commitment on iks part had been
fulfilled.

54. The delegations that considered that the cessation of the muclear arms race .
required the participation of all nuclear-weapon States in the negotiation of a

nuclear test ban, were of the view that the disparity that may exist between the

nuclear arsenals of the two major nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and the
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muclear arsenals of other nuclear-weapon States on the other hand, did not exempt
the latter from participating in the cons:.deratlon of a question that was an
integral part of the proccss for the ellmlnatlon of the fundamental disparity that
existed between nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States.

B. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

55. The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the muclear arms race and
muclear disarmament" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its
programme of work, during the periods 27 February-2 March and 25-29 June 1984.
56. The following new documents were before the Counference in connection with
the item:

(a) Document CD/442, dated 8 December 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Statement of Y.V. Andropov,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of, the USSR":

(b) Document CD/436, dated 21 February 1984, submitted by the delegations
of Mexico, Peru and Venezuela, entitled "Letter dated 20 February 1984 from the
representatives of Mexico, Peru and Venezuela addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament".

(c) Document CD/493, dated 2 April 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal of the Grand National Assembly of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the
Congress of the United States of America, the Parliaments of European countries
on whose territories intermediate-range missiles are installed, and the
Parliaments of other European countries and Canada".

(d) Document CD/502, dated 6 June 1984, submitted by the delegations of
Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "Joint Declaration issued on
22 May by the Heads of State or Govermment of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico,
Sweden and Tanzania®. .

(e) Document CD/503, dated 7 June 1984, submitted by the delegation of
Peru, entitled "Text of a communication aldressed by Dr. Sandro Mariategui Chia.l;pe,
President of the Council of Ministers and Minister for Foreign Affairs of Peru,
to Licenciado Bernardo Sepulveda, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Mexico, on
31 May 1984".

(£f) Document CD/504, dated 7 June 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Text of the statement of the
Soviet Govermment of 31 May 1984 in conmnection with the Joint Declaration of
<~rgentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sveden and Tanzania".,
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(g) Document TD,; 523, dated 20 July 1984, submitted by @ group of socialist
States, entitled "Draft ilandate for an Ad Hoc Commrttee on item 2 of the agenda of
the Conference on Dicarmament”,

(h) Document CD, 526, cated 26 July 1984, submitted by the Group of 21, entitled
"Statement on itest 2 of the agenca .of the Conference on Disarmament entitled
'Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament'".

57. In connectiorn with ogenda 1tem 2, a contact group was established to counsider
the procedure o be followed bWy the Conference for dealing with thas item,

including proposals for the establishment of a subsidiary hody, but no consensus
could be reached., Subsequently, a group of socialist countries and the

Group of 21 submitted proposals for the establishment of an ad hoc committee

(CD/523 and CD/526, respectively). At the 281lst plenary meeting on 14 August 1984,
at the request of a group of socialist States, the President put before the
Conference for decision the nropcsal of that Group, contained 1in document CDy 523,

on the mandate for an ad hoc comuittee on item 2 of the agenda. On behalf of a group
of western countries, it was stated that they were not yet convinced of the need

for such an ad hoc ¢ommiitee, and, therefore, they were not in a position to support
the proposal contained in document (D, 523. Therefore, the President noted then

that there was no consensus on the adcption of the draft mandate proposed by a

group of socialist Stetes. He afterwards put for a decision the draft mandate
proposed by the Group of 21, contained 1n paragraph 7 of document ¢D/526. The

group of sccialist countries expressed its support for the draft mandate contained
in document CD,526, On belhlf of a group of westernm countries, 1t was declared

that their stalement in connection with document CD;523 also applied to the draft
mandate proposed in document C 126, Therefore, the President noted then that there was
no consensus on the proposzl of the Group of 21.

58, Several delegations addressed various issues relating to the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarnmament at plenary meetings of the Conference.

59. The Group of 21 deplorec that, although the Conference on Disarmament was the
single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament anCG nuclear weapons
were a subject of the highest priority, it was not possible to establish an

ad hoc committee to initiate multilateral negotiations because of the persistent
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opposition of certain nuclear-weapon States and their allies which based their
security policy on the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons and continued the
nuclear arms race to ever-rising levels of qualitative and quantitative'enhancement
of the nuclear overkill capacity. Other delegations belonging to a group of western
States, including three nuclear-weapon States, rejected this characterization of
their security polic{es, which were solely defensive and had contributed to preserving
peace and security for almost 40 years. Many delegations rejected the assertion that
deterrence had ﬁrevented a nuclear war and that, therefore, deterrence had worked.
Those delega#ions considered that apart from the fact that many other factors of a
historical, political and other nature had to be considered, it was a truism to say
that deterregce'workedbecauée that statementwould hold true only until history
disproved it. History indicated that once a particular type of weapon had been
developed ié wouldbe used as had alreadybeen the case with nuclear weapons.

€0. The Group of 21 stressed its firm belief that the Conference on Disarmaﬁéﬁt,
whose members included all the nuclear—weapon States, should be allowed to fulfil

its task in the sphere of nuclear dlsarmament and certain nuclear-weapon States should
not abuse the rule of consensus so as to prevent the Conference from dealing with the
nuclear issues on 1ts agenda.

61, The Group of 2] reiterated its conviction of the paramount need for urgent
multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nﬁclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament through the adoption of concrete measures. In the opinion of the
Gre;pkof 21, multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament had been long overdue
and in any event bilateral negotlatlons, because of their limited scope and the
mmber of partles involved, could never replace the genuinely multllateral search
for nucleer disarmament measures. The Group of 21 fully shared the view stated in
the Final Document of the first special session of the Generai Assembly devoted to‘
disarmament that the nuclear arms race, far fror contributing to the strengthening
of the security of all States, on the contrary weakened rt, an& increased the

danger of the outbreak of nuclear war. In addition, the nuclear arms race

thwarted efforts towards the relaxation of international tensions. On the other
hana progress in the sphere of nuclear disarmament would promote international

peace and security and improve the international climate, which would in turn

facilitate agreement on further measures of disarmament.
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62. The Group of 21 reaffirmed its position that’all nations had a vital interest
in negotiations on nuélear disarmament, because the existence of nuclear weapons
in the arsenals of a handful oflStates and pheir:quantltativé and qualitative
development directly jeopardized the security of both nuclear and non-nuclear weapon
States. The Group considered that doctrines of nuclear deterrence, which in the
ultimate analysis were predicted upon the willingness to use nuclear weapons, far
from being responsible for the maintenance of international peace and security, lay
at the root of the continuing escalation of the quantitative and qualitative '
dgyelopment of nuclear armaments and led to greater insecurity and instability in
intérnational relations. In its view the competitive accumulation of nuclear arms by
the nuplear-weapon States could not be condoned on grounds that it was indispensable
for their security. Moreover, the Group of 21 rejected as politically and morally
unJusttfiéble that the security of the whole world should be made to depend on the
state of relations existing among nuclear weapon States. The'Croup expreassed its
conviction that it was necessary to take constructive action towards halting and
reversing the nuclear arms race and in that context it recalled once again
paragraph 50 of the Final Document which sets out the stages of nuclear disarmament.
€3, Other delegations, including three nuclear-weapon States, reaffirmed that
their military doctrines wers solely defensive and based on a commitment never to'’
use force -— whatever the weépons -- other than in legitimate self-defence in’
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. They reiterated, in this regard,
their wel@-known interpretation of Article 51 of the Charter, and pointed out

their belief that the elements of deterrence and defence together with arms control
and disarmaﬁent.wereintegral to the maintenance of peace and security. They
conéidered that the single most significant way of lessening insecurity and
instability in international relaiions would be for all nations to live up to

their obligations under the Charter. The Group of 21 reiterated that miliihry
doctrines based on the possession of nuclear weapons, and thus explicitly or
implicitly admltting the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons, were
indefensible, for it was unacceptatle that the prospect of the annihilation of
human civilization be ussd by some States to promote their security. The future of

mankind could not be made hostage to the perceived security requirements of a few
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nuclear-weapon -States and most notably of the two major nucleax.weapor States. The
Group also rejected the interpretction of some delegations, including three niclear-
weapon States, of irticle 51 of the United Natioms Charter and they reitgrated“tﬁéir
position that Article 51 could not be invoked to justify the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons in the exsrcise of the right of self-defence in the case of

.conventional armed attack. Delegations .of socialist countries, including one
nuclear-weapon State, maintained that the United Nations Charter cquld not be
4invoked to justify the first-use of nuclear weapons.. Those same delegations .
expressed their regret that despite the repeated declarations of one group
of States .about ‘its peaceful intentions it had failed to respond adequately to
the propesal for concluding a treaty on,.the mutual nan-yge -of military forge
and ‘the maintendnce of relations of peace between.the Warsaw.Treaty
Member-States and thqnﬁember-Statesigf the North Atlantic Alliance.‘@ treaty-whigh
.would be open to .akl other States as well.

64. As a first step, the Group of 21 considered.it necessary to halt all testing,
production and deployment of nuclear weapona and their dglivery systems to be
immediately followed by-substantial reductions in nuclear forces. In this regard
the Group of 21 welcomed the.Joint Declaration issued on 22 May 1984 by. the

Heads of :State or:Goverpment of Argentina; Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and
Tanzania in document CD/502. It reaffirmed the view that,while .nuclear disarmament
is oprimarily the-'responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States, the problem was toc

" important to be left to those States alone. The Group of 21 reiterated its firm
belief-that -the Conference on.pisarmament as the sole multilateral negotiating
body in the field of disarmament sheuld play its-role in regard. to the urgent
question of nuclear disarmament. In its opinion the immediate objective of ,

the Conference should be the establishment of an ad hoc committea to elaborate
the stages and measures in paragraph 50 of the Fipnal Document and,ldentify -
subatantive.issuea for multilateral negotlations,as.suggested.in.documents CD/146.
and CD/180.. Accerdingly, the Group proposed the estabiishment of an ad hoc
committee with™ a mandate to submit recommendations-to the Conference as to how best

* to initiatemultilateral negotjiations of agreements, with adequate. measures of
verificationy in .appropriate stages, for: the cesgatiqn. of the qualitative,

- improvement and- deveiopment of. nuclear weapons systems; ceasation of the produyction
of all types of nuclear weapons. and their means of delivery -and the production of
Tissionable ‘maberial for weapona purposes; and subgtantial.reduction in the
existing nuclear weapons .with a view to their ultimate. glimination..
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65. Many delegations of the Group of- 21 pointed out that the setting up of- an

ad hoc committee would also make it possible to put into practice the suggestion made
last year and endorsed by the General Assembly in resolution 38/183N, to the effect

that the negotiations on nuclear arms should be combined into a single forum so as-to
embrace strategic arms as well as intermedidte range- and tactical nuclear weapons.

Those delegatioms ‘further pointed-out- that through the application of Rule 23 of.the
Rules of Procedure, ‘such negotiations could Le conducted whenever deemed desirable in

a subsidiary body, whose membership could be limited to the-five nuclear-weapon States
or even to ‘the two major nuclear-weapon States.

66. Thé group o6f socialist States reiterated that they attached primary importance to
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and advocated measures
for the freezing, reduction and eventual complete prohibition and elimination of

nuclear weapons. Therefore, they proposed to establish an'ad hoc committee for °
negotiations to begin the elaboration of practical measures for the cessation of .the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament in accordance with paragraph 50 of the .

Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, including a nuclear disarmament programme. In their view, such a programme,
on a step-by-step basis and in accordance with the principle of equality and equal
security, should envisage the reduction of nuclear weapons until they had been completely
eliminated in all their forms. They reiterated their conviction that a gquantitative and
gualitative freeze of nuclear arms would be one of the most effective and relatively
easily applicable measures in the field of nuclear disarmament. It would provide a
starting point, in their view, for the reduction of these weapons until they had been
completely"elimihated. This group of States reiterated their proposal to undertake

negotiations on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon.
67. The nuclear-weapon State belonging to this group noted that the ideas contained in

the Joint Declaration which the Hedads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece, .
India, Mexi¢o, Tanzania and Sweden had addressed to-all nuclear-weapon States were
jdentical to.its own propesals snd eirculated its Government's statement to.that
effect (CD/504). Other socialist’ countries-also wdlcomed .the Joint Declaration. The
nuclear-wéapon State belonging to this group furthér .stated that it had. submitted far-
reaching specific proposals for a radical lessening of nuclear-confrontation ~- both on
a global scale and in Europe— in strict accordance with the principle of equality and
equal security. It underlinea also that it had participated in bilateral negotiations
with a view to limfting and reducing nuclear weapons, in order to begin the process

of nuclear disarmament leading te the complete eiimination of nuclear -weapons, .
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68. A number of delegations, including those of three other nuclear-weapon
States, stressed the importance they attached to nuclear arms reductions inéolving
deep cuts in the forces of the United States of America and the Union of So&iet
Socialist Republics and resulting in agreements that provided for a stable anh-
verifiable baiance at substantially lower levels of forces on both sides. In s
their view, negotiations between the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics offered the best framework for achieving concrete and
substantial reductions. These delegations regretted the unilateral suspension
of the bilateral negotiations on intermediate range nuclear forces and strategic
arms reductions and called for their urgeﬁt resumption without preconditions.
They further held that nuclear disarmameni should not be considered independently
from conventional arms control and disarmament measures and should be pursued in
such a way that international stability and security be enhanced. With regard to
the proposal for a nuclear-weapons freeze, these delegations supported the view
that such a freeze would reduce the incentive to undertake negotiations on
reductions,

€9. A nuclear weapon State belonging to the same group of delegations pointed out
that, in present circums£ances, negotiations on the limitation or reduction of
nuclear weapons were the responsibility of the two main nuclear weapon powers.

It therefore hoped that the bilateral negotiations,interrupted the previous year,
could be resumed as soon as possible. It recalled the reasons given time and
time again underlying its approach to nuclear‘disarmament. It could join in
with the efforts to limit and reduce nuclear arsenals once those of the two most
powerfully armed Statec had been brought down to a level at which the
disproportion betweentheir nuclear means and those of the other nuclear—weaﬁon
States had changed in kind and when factors of insecurity -- the imbalance of
conventional forces in Europe, the chemical threat and the destabilizing effects
of anti-ballistic and anti-satellites ueaéons -= were eliminated or

substantially reduced.

70. With regard to the bilateral negotiations referred to above, the group of
soclialist counéries, including one party to those negotiations, pointed out

that the other party went beyond the point of raising preconditions and by the
deployment of the new medium range nuclear weapons in Western Europe created a
fait accompli which made further negotiations impossible. Therefore the full
responsibilily for the breakdown of the talks rested, in their view, with the
other side. The basis for the resumption of the talks would be created only if
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the debloymenf of mediuﬁ;range nuclear missiles was stopped and mezsures leadirg
to their wi%hdfawal taken. The Group also rejected the assertion that there was
an aileged imbalance of convertional forces in Europe.

71.° Many delegatlons, not belonglng to ‘any mlitary alliancés, Pejected the
assertion that bilateral negotlatlons offered the best framework for achleviﬁg

‘

concfete;resuits. In their view,.tﬁe aim of those negotiations “had been to
manage, rether than tc halt ithe nucleaxr’ ‘arms race and begin the process "of rucléax
dlsarmament. These delegntlons also p01nted out that during the years when
bilateral negotiations were under woy, the size and destructive power of muclear'
arseﬁais ‘continhed to grow relentlessly. They therefore stated that a ‘huclear-
weapons freeze, whlle not being an end in i1tself,; would constitute an effective
means of creatlng a favourable environment for the conduct of ‘negotiations on
Ifurther reductlon of nuclear arsehals. These delegations also held that nuclear
veapons, because ‘of their unique destructive pover as weapons of mass destruction,
should not be used as substitutes for conventional weapons.” They firmly dtated,
theregore, that the adoption of measures for the cessation of the nucledr arms -
race~a£d'nuclear disarmement should notlbe dependent on progress in the field of
conventional ' disarmament. "Tﬁe&'éid not accept the view which considered
multllateral ana bllateral approaches to nuclear dlsarmament as mutually
exc1u31ve.

72. These deleéations'appealed %o the two military alliances to refrain from
mtual accueatlons, tre only purpose of which was to’ Justlfy the stepping-up of
the nuclear arms race, 1nc1ud1ng a kind of horizontal prbliferatlon of nuclear
weapons in ever-wider areas of the world, land’'and sea. 'They underlined the‘
fact that for decades the destructive capa&lty of nuclear stotkpiles of the two
maaor négieei-weapon States had been more’ than ‘sufficient to destroy all life on
earth, not once, vut several times' over. '

73. In connection with the summaXy characterization of the positivhs of

"the two military alliances' or "the two major nuclear-weapou Ttates’ as
mentioned in paragraph 72 and’ somz other paragrephs of this Report,” the group of
socialist States recalled {heir countries' policy concerning the cegsation
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of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, and drew attention to the
numerous concrete proposals submitted by them as referred to in paragraph 66,
They pointed to the fa¢t that, in their opinion, the majority of their views was
either identical with or greatly similar to those contained in various officaal
documents of the non-aligned countries, referred to, inter alia, in paragraph 64
of this Report.
74. A nuclear-weapon State not belonging to any group reaffirmed its position
in favour of the complete prohibition and total destruction of nuclear weapons.
It reiterated its proposal that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America should take the lead in adopting concrete measures to halt
the testing, improvement and production of nuclear weapons and reach agreement on
a 50 per cent reduction of their nuclear weapons and means of delavery of all
types. Thereafter, a widely representative international conference should
be convened with the participation of all nuclear areapon States to negotiate the
general reduction of nuclear weapons by all nuclear-weapon States, It held that
the Conference on Disarmament should also play its role in promoting the process
of nuclear disarmament, and therefore 1t supported the establishment of an ad hoc
ommittee on this subject.

75. Many delegations held that the effective cessation of the nuclear arms race
required the participation of all nuclear-weapon States in multilateral
negotiations, In-.their view the disparity that may exist between the nuclear
arsenal of the two major nuclear weapon States, on the one hand, and the nuclear
arsenals of other nuclear-weapon States on the other hand,was a matter that should
be dealt with 1n the process of multilzteral negotiations but could not constitute
an obstacle to prévent the initiation of a process for the elimination of the
fundamental disparity that existedbetween nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-
weapon States, ‘

C. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters

76. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of muclear war, including all
related matters" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme
of work, during the periods 5-9 March and 2-6 July 1984.

77. The following documents vere submitted to the Conference in connection with

the item during the 1984 session:
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(a) Document CD, 484, dated 4 April 1984, submitted by a groﬁp of socialist
States, entitled "Working Paper: prevention of nuclear war', -

(b) Document CD/515, dated 11 July"l984, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee on item 3 of the agenda of‘tﬁe
Conference on Disarmament’",
78. In connection with agenda 1tem 3, a contact group was established to consider
the question of establishing a subsidiary body. The Group of 21 during the
spring session submiited a proposal to set up an ad hoc committee to deal with
the question of prevention of muclear war, on the basis of resolution 58/183 G
adopted by the thirty-eighth United Nations General Assembly without any
opposition., The Group of 21 also indicated during the consultations within the
Contact Group that 1t was willing to accept a non-negotiating mandate permitting
an open and full discussion of all proposals relevant to item J, without ass{gning
any priority among them. .. group of socialist States too, had submitted its .
proposal contained in document C, 434 for cstablishment of an ad oc committee but
it had also agreed to support the efforts made by the Group of 21 in the search for a
consensus. Although the meetings of the Contact Group had made encouraging progress
towards attaining 2 consensus on the establishment of an Ad Hoc Comm ttee, it was
felt at the end of the spring session that some more time was necessary for'the'
formation of requisite consensus on the proposal and the matter was deferred
unt1l the summer session. Towards the end of the sumﬁer session, the Group of 21
made a formal proposal contained in document CD/515, which was meant to represent
the lowest common denominator of the positions held by various delegations in the
Conference on 1tem 3. Thlé proposal for the establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee
was placed before the Conference for decision at the 275th plenary meeting on
24 July 1984, It was suppor{ed by the group of socialist countries, although
they regarded 1t as 2 minirmm mendate for an ad hoc comm btee which would deal
with this most urgent and imporiant ﬁroblem. A nuclear-weapon State not belonging
to any group also supporied this proposal according to which the Conference on
Disarmament was to tale a decision to establish an ad hoc committee on item 3
which would consider all proposals relevant to the agenda item including
appropriate and practical measures for nrevention of nuclear war. Certain
delegations however could not support such a proposal nor did they find it
possible to present any auendment Lo CD/515, which would make it acceptable to
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them, 4ng result, there was then no consensus possible on the adoption of the draft
mandate contained in document GD/515. The Group of 21 expressed its deep regret
that in spite of the maximum flexibility displayed by it, the\Conferenc;“was
prevented from fulfilling its mandate as the sole multiléteral disarmament
negotiating body on by far the most important item on i1ts agenda, due to the
inability of a few delegations to support CD/515. The Group re-emphasized the
utmost importance and urgency of the issue of prevention of nuclear war and
expressed its conviction that the creation of an ad hoc commitiece with a suitable
mandate wasthe best means of enabling the Conference to undertake negotiations
on appropriate and concrete measures to dispel the danger of nuclear war. This
view was supported by the group of socialist countries.
79« Many delegations addressed the issues relating to the prevention of nuclear
war, ;ncluding all related matters, at plenary meetings of the Conference.
80. The Group of 21 deplored that, although the survival of mankind would be at
stake in a nuclear war, it was not possible to establish an ad hoc committee for
the initiation of multilateral negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament because
of the persistent obstruction of certain ﬁuclear weapon States belonging to
one military alliance. In their view, since nuclear war would have catastrophic
consequences for the whole of mankind, all nations had a vital interest in urgent
negotiation of appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war,
81. The Group of 21 believed that intermational peace must be based on a clear
commitmeﬁt by all States to Jjoint survival rather than a threat of mutual
ammihilation. The Group could not accept that the security of their countries and
regions be in continual and increasing jeopardy es a result of the action of a
handful of nuclear-weapon States and their allies. The Group of 21 reiterated its
conviction that all nations have both the right as well as fhe obligation to work
collectively to dispel the danger of a nuclear holocaust.
82. The Group of 21 reiterated its conviction that the greatest peril facing the
world today was the threat to the survival of mankind from nuclear war. The Group
reiterated the message issued by the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or
Govermment of Non-Aligmed Countries held in New Delhi in March 1983, which
inter alia stated: .
Meao ﬁpe renewed escalation in the nuclear arms race, both in its
quantitative and qualitative dimensions, as well as reliance on doctrines
of quclear deterrence, has heightened the risk of the outbreak of nuclear
var and led to greater insecurity and instability in international relations.
Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war. They are instruments of mass
annihilation. The Heads of State or Goverrment therefore find it unacceptable
that the security of all States and the very survival of mankind should be
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held hostage to the security interests of a handful of nuclear weapon States.
Measures for the prevention of nuclear war and of nuclear disarmament must
take i1nto account the security interests of nuclear and non-nuclear weapon
States alike and ensure that the survival of mankind is not endangered.
They rejected all theories and concepts pertaining to the possession of
nuclear weapons and their use under any circumstances."
The Group of 21 also reirterated the demand made by the Heads of State or Goverrments
of Non-aligned Countries for an immediate prohibition of the use of threat of use
of nuclear weapons by all nuclear weapon States pending the achievement of nuclear
disarmament.
83, Members of the Group of 21 recalled that by operative paragraph 1 of
resolution 38/183 G, which had been adopted by an overwhelming majority, the
General Assembly had requested the Conference to undertake negotiations, as a matter
of the highest priority,with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and
practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. They expressed the view
that these appropriate and practical measures should be commensurate with the
gravity and imminence of the dangers to be averted. In their opinion, a subsidiary
body ébuld devote itself to seeking agreement on a small number of short-term
measures such as the following: an immediate freeze of the nuclear weapons of the
‘Soviet Union and the United States of America, to be followed within five years
at most by a freeze of the nuclear arms of the other three nuclear weapon States, -
Other appropriate and practical measures would be the undertaking by the nuclear
weapon States not to be the first to use their nuclear instruments of mass
destruction, and the merging into a single forum the two series of negotiations
which the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America had
been conducting and broadening their scope so as to embrace also tactical or
battlefield nuclear weapons. Members of the Group of 21 also considered that the
Conference on Disarmament was an ideal forum for the two major nuclear-weapon States
to establish’ the political bases for such negotiations, negotiations that today
were, more than necessary, vital. They recalled, in this c¢onnection, the appeal made
by Heads of States or Govermments of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Swedén and
Tanzania, contained in document CD/502, that "The people we represent are no less -
threatened by nuclear war than the citizens of the nuclear-weapon States. It is
primarily thé'responsibility of the nuclear-weapon States to prevent a nuclear
catastrophe, but this problem is too important to be left to those States alone."



CD/540

page 41

84. & group of socialist countries reiterated its conviction, which they believed was
shared by the overwhelming majority of States, that the prevention of nuclear war was
the number one global problem and that it should now take a central place in the work
of the Conference., These countries fully supported the relevant resolutions of the
thirty-eighth session of the Gemeral Lssembly, in particular the request in opexrative
paragraph 1 of resoiution 38/18} G, addressed to the Conference, and were in favour

of its earliest implementation. In their view it was of special significance for
solving the problem of the prevention of nuclear war that relations between States
possessing nuclear weapons be fegulated by certain norms of a mandatory character.

In that context attention was drawn to a number of specific proposals contained in
document CD/444. The group of socialist countries emphasized the urgency for all
nuclear weapon States to renounce the first use of nuclear weapons, thus reducing the
nuolear threat and strengthening confidence in general., It was recalled that the
nuclear-weapon State belonging to that group had taken a unilateral obligetion not
to.be the first to use nuclear weapons and had appealed to those muclear weapon States
vwho had not yet done so to follow its example. They pointed out that such undertakings
could be incorporated in a unified instrument of international law, which, in practice,
would be equivalent to the complete legal prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.
At the same time, they reiterated their support for the conclusion of a convention on
such a prohibition with the. participation of all nuclear-weapon States. The group of
socialist countries again urged for a general exclusion of the use of force from
international relations, and recalled their previous proposals to that effect. The
prevention of nuclear war, in their opinion, would be promoted if all nuclear-weapon
States wndertook not to use nuclear weé.pons under any circumstances against non-nuclear
States in whose territory there were no such weapons, if the status of the nuclear-
weapon-free zone already created were respected and the creation of further such zones
in various parts of the world were encouraged., A group of socialist countries
reaffirmed their readiness to consider also other appropriate measures, such as the
prevention of accidental or umauthorized use of nuclear weapons, the avoidance of the
possibility of surprise attacks, as proposed, inter alia, in document CD/406. Also
important in their view would be the adoption of such measures as the freezing, umder
appropriate verification, of nuclear weapons in both quantitative and qualitative
terms; the earliest conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general

prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and, pending the conclusion of such a treaty,

a moratorium by all nuclear-weapon States on all nuclear explosions; the prevention
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of the spread of the nuclear arms race to other spheres, in particular outer
space; the prevent:.on of the prollferatlon of nuclea.r weapons in any form’ "and in
this connection they ca.lled on States that had not yet done so to adhere to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 80 tha.t it might ‘have ‘universal
application, A group of socialist countries also urged the creation of a moral
and political atmosphere in which any attempt to unleash nuclea.r war would be
doomed to fa.ilu:re, and to that end suggested a variety of measures contained in
docuggpt @[484. The group of socialist countries empha.smed its conviction that
the preseﬁj: m:’,lita:y—stmtega.c parity is a reliable guarantee of peace and that
this parity should be precerved at cver:de'creasing levels of armaments reached
through a.ppropriate and far-reaching dlsarmament measures based on the principle
of equality and equal security. In their v:Lew, it was not parity that fuelled the
a.rms‘ race, but the quest for sixpenonty.

85. Some delegatlons considered that the concept of mucleareweapon free zones
could not be confined to one, or a few regions of the world., vwhile in others nuclear-
weapon States freely mltiplied their nuclear weapons. Nor could this concept be
dissociated from an effective system of verification, especially with regard to
compliance by nuclear Powers with their obligations toward the zone. 1In the i
point of view of those delegafions the stated policy of muclear-weapon States of
not disclosing the whereabouts of the nuclear weapons they disseminate at will on
land, sea and alr, was amajor impediment to the effectiveness of nuclear-weapon
free zc:uges. : :

86. A group of western delegations, including three nuclean-weapon States, all of
which répresented States whose United Nations delegations abstained on

re;olution %28/183G mentioned in paragraphs 78 and 83 above, while also attaching the

'utmost importance to item 3, underscored that the terms in which the agenda item

had been formulated clearly meant that the prevention of nuclear war could not be
dealt; with separately from the prevention of war itself including conventiomal war.
What was at issue in their view, was the problem of how to maintain peace and
international security in the nuclear age. The view was expressed that it was
thére'fore particularly necessary to reflect upon concepts of security and to develop
the concept of co-o;;erative security as anh essential objective of our time. It was
recalled that elements of a comprehensive strategy for the prevention of war and
tlge’re'by nmuclear war had been laid out in document CD/357, a document which
l'im.fortunai.tely had not been fully discussed by the Conference. For these delegations,
the maintenance of peace and security in the nuclear age required strict compliance by
all States with their obligetions under the United Fations Charter, in particular the
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obligation to refrain from the threat or use of force, to respect the political
independence and territorial integrjty of States and to settle all political
disputes by peaceful means. These delegations further noted that in the present
circumstances the nuclear factor continued to be a basic element in the balance
needed for maintaining peace and security. The same delegations recalled their
view that a declaration on the prohibition of use or first use limited to nuclear
weapons would be unverifiable by its very nature and would fail to prevent armed
conflict. At the same time they reaffirmed the position of their States that none
of their weapons, nuclear or conventional, would ever be used except in response
to armed attack. These delegations stressed that their nuclear arsenals had a
single function, the prevention o war and the -preservation of peace and security
through the strategy of deterrence., The elements of deterrence and defence together
with arms control and disarmamentwere integral to the maintenance of peace and
security. They pointed out that a balanced reduction of conventional forcee in
Burope to levels of parity would reduce the need to rely on nuclear deterrence to
maintain peace and stability there. Deep reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics would also make a
major contribution to decreasing the likelihood of nuclear war. With regard to
the proposal for a nuclear weapons freeze these delegations supported the view that
a nuclear freeze would consolidate the present nuclear imbalance in Europe, such
a freeze would perpetuate asymmetries in the strategic balance and would reduce the
incentive to undertake negof;ia.tions on balanced and verifiable reductions. Sinde
miclear disarmament end the attainment of substantial reductions of nuclear forces
in order to reach a stable equilibrium at the lowest possible level were an
essential element of any stratégy for the prevention of muclear war, these
delegations voiced regret tha.t— one party had unilaterally broken off the on-going
bilateral negotiations on intermediate range and strategic nuclear weapons. They
appealed to that party to return to the negotiating table without preconditions.
The same delegations affirmed that they fully shared the view that it was impossible
to plan a limited nuclear var, and that a nuclear war was not winnable. Therefore,
they categorically rejected the assertion that members of the North Atlantic Alliance,
or any State of the group were planning to initiate war, or develoin'.ng scenarios of
a so-called first nuclear strike, or of limited nuclear war. These delegations
stressed that the work of the Conference should focus on a sober analysis of possible
threats and measures adapted to realistic scenarios of conflict. Therefore, they
- could not accept the documents and statements of a group of socialist countries
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dealing with agenda item 3 which described western strategies as based on a nuclear
first strike scenario or on a quest for superiority. Some of these delegations
emphasized that an effective policy to prevent the horizontal proliferation of
nuclear weapons had a key rolé to play in the prevention of nuclear war and, in

that connection, called on St;tes that had not yet done so to adhere to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons so it might have universal application.
Some of them also stressed the value of confidence-building measures to improve

the international political climate and thereby diminish the danger of war,
including muclear war, and in tﬁat connection reference was made to documents GD/357,
CD/380 and CD/le. These same delegations, including three nuclear weapcn States,
rejected the accusation thaé they had obstricted the proceedings on item 3 in the
Conference on Disarmement. They recalled that théy had, on various occasions,
stressed the fundamental lmportance of an insdepfh consideration of agenda item 3,
and that they had submitted proposals for structurlng the consideration ‘of the item,
among others in document GD/411. The same delegations regretted that it had not
been possible to create an appropriate work format for agenda item 3, despite’
constructive efforts from many sides, and affirmed their readiness to continue
consultatisns. One delegation listed ten principles that, in its view, represent
areas of common interest and aéreement between East and West in the prevention of
miclear war. )

87. Many delegations rejected the view that the question at issue was how to
preserve and strengthen internmational security in the nuclear age. In their opinion,
this was an attempt to force the consideration of the agenda item in terms of
strategic doctrines, such as nuclear deterrence, which are designed to justify not
only the possession of nuclear weapons but also their use. In their view theories
of nmuclear deterrence perpetuated the existing antagonism between wilitary alliances
and thereby led to a state:of permanent hostility among nations of the world. Those
delégations further held that conventional wars could not, under any circumstances,
be equated with nuclear war since nuclear weapons were instruments of mass
destruction that would threaten the survival of belligerents and non-belligerents
élike. They reiterated their position that in viéw of the unique destructive power
of nnclear veapons, Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations could not, under
any condltlons, be invoked to justify the use of ‘miclear weapons in the exercise

of the right of self-defence against conventlonal armed attack.

88. A number of delegations held that to associate the prevention of horizontal
proliferation of muclear weapons with the preveﬁtion of nuclear war, was an attempt
made by the two major muclear-weapon States and their allies, which relied on the
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possession of nuclear weapons a3 a pillar of their security, to divert attention
from the actual threat of annihilation posed by existing nuclear weapons. Those
delegations could not reconcile the concern expressed about horizontal proliferation
with the fact that the two major nuclear-weapon States had not fulfilled the
commitment they assumed under Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and, in addition, had contributed to horizontal proliferation
through the dissemination of nuclear weapons in different areas of the world, It
was noted that since the entry into force of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons in 1970 nuclear weapons had multiplied several times over,
whereas there had not been any increase in the number of nuclear-weapon States.
89, With regard to the bilateral negotiations referred to in paragraph 86 ;bove,
the group of socialist countries, including one party to those negotiations,
pointed out that the other party went beyond the point of raising preconditions
and by the deployment of the new medium-range miclear weapons in Western Europe
had created a fait accompli which wade further negotiations impossible. Therefore
the full responsibility for the breakdown of the talks rested, in their view, with
the other side., The basis for the resumption of the talks would be created only
if the deployment of medium-range nuclear missiles was stopped and measures leading
to their withdrawal taken. The group also rejected the assertion that there was a
muclear imbalance in Europe and on a global scale. The socialist countries could
not accept the documents and statements of the western States dealing with item 3
which blurred the distinction between muclear and conventional conflicts. In
connection with paragraph 88 the group of socialist countries reiterated its
numerous proposals for practical measures in implementation of Article VI of the
Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
90, Western delegations, parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, confirmed their belief that they had lived up to their obligations under
article VI of this Treaty.
91, One nuclear-weapon State not belonging to any group was of the view that the
fundamental way to prevent nuclear war lay in the complete prohibition and total
destruction of muclear weapons. It had always stressed that, pending the
realization of that goal, the non-use of nuclear weapons would be a measure conducive
éo reducing the danger of muclear war. It recalled that as far back as the early
1960s it had unilaterally declared that in no circumstances would it be the first
to use nuclear weapons and undertook not to use such weapons against non-muclear-

weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free zones. It also emphasized the relevance to
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prevention of nuclear war of the principles and purposes of the United Nations Charter
. and singled out the following as having special importance: (a) refraining from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of
any State; (b) non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of
other States; (c) peaceful settlement of international disputes; (d) sovereign
equality of States and self-determination for peoples; and {e) co-operation among
States for the achievement of the purposes set forth in Article 55 of the Charter.
It further stressed that in considering how effectively to prevent nuclear war 1t
wae necessary not to lose sight of the importance of conventional disarmament.
92. Neutral and non-aligned delegations believed that the divergent positions of the
two military alliances as reflected in the above paragraphs underscored the extreme
urgency of the question of averting a nuclear war. They noted that for decades on
the basis of various concepts like "parity", "balance", "equality and equal security"”,
the two major nucléar-weapon States had continued the competitive accumulation of
nuclear weapons and had disseminated them throughout the world, thus increasing the
danger of nuclear war. In their opinion, international peace and security could not
..be allowed to depend on such concepts for they lay at the heart of the action/reaction
process that perpetuated the nuclear arms race and with it the danger of the
annihilation of mankind.
93. In connection with the summary characterization of the positions of "the two
military alliances" or "the two major nuclear-weapon States" as mentioned in
paragraph 92 and some other paragraphs of this Report, the group of socialist States
recalled their countries!' policy concerning the prevention of nuclear war and other
related matters, and drew attention to the numerous concrete proposals submitted by
them as contained in paragraph 84. They pointed to the fact that, in their opinion,
the majority of ‘their views was either identical with or greatly similar to those
contained in various official documents of the non-aligned countries, referred to,
inter alia, in paragraph 64 of this Report.
94. Western delegations could not accept all of the arguments in paragraph 92

above and referred to their views as outlined in paragraph 86.
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95. The Group of 21 noted that despite the fact that the Conference on
Disarmament had discussed this question for two years, it had been unable

even to establish a subsidiary body to consider appropriate and practical
measures for prevention of nuclear war. They were convinced that the

General Assembly should take note of this deplorable failure of the Conference
and, having regard to the urgency of this matter and the inadequacy of existing
measures, devise other suitable steps to expedite effective action to remove
the danger of nuclear war.

D. Chemical Weapons

96. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical Weapons" was considered by
the Conference in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
12-16 March and 9-13 July 1984.
97. The list of new documents presented to the Conference during its
1984 session under the agenda item is contained in the Report submitted by
the Ad Hoc Committee referred to in the following paragraph.
98. At its 286th plenary meeting on 30 August 1984, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under
the agenda item at its 245th plenary meeting (see paragraphs 10 and 11 above).
That Report (CD/539) is an integral part of this Report and reads as
follows:

"I.  INTRODUCTION
"1, At its 245th plenary meeting on 28 February 1984, the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following decision on the re-establishment of an
ad hoc subsidiary body on chemical weapons (CD/440):
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'The Conference on Disarmament, keeping in mind that the negotiation
of a Convention should proceed with a view to its final elaboration at
the earliest possible date, in accordance with United Nations
General Assembly resolution 38/187/B; and in discharging its
responsibility to conduct asa priority task the negotiations ofi a
multilateral convention on the complete and effective prohibition of
the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons
and on their destruction, and to ensure the preparation of the
convention, decides to re-establish, in accordance with its rules of
procedure, for the duration of its 1984 session, an ad hoc subsidiary
body to start the full and complete process of negotiations, developing
and working out the convention, except for its final drafting, taking
into account all existing proposals and drafts as well as future
initiatives with a view to giving the Conference a possibility to
achieve an agreement as soon as possible. This agreement, if possible,
or a Report on the progress of the negotiations, should be recorded in
the report which this ad hoc subsidiary body will submit to the
Conference at the end of the second part of its 1984 session.'

"2, The term 'ad hoc subsidiary body' was used in this connection pending a

decision by the Conference on its designation. Subsequently, at its

248th plenary meeting on 8 March 1984, the Conference on Disarmament decided

to designate as'Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons' the subsidiary body.
"TI. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"3, In accordance with the decision mentioned above (CD/440),

Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden was appointed Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee.

Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail, Senior Political Affairs Officer, Department for

Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the Committee.

"4. The Ad Hoc Committee held 22 meetings from 29 February to 28 August 1984.

The Ad Hoc Committee benefited from the inclusion in delegations of national

experts. In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations

with delegations.
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"5« At the 250th plenary meeting on 15 March 1984 of the Conference on
Disarmament, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Cormittee reported on the progress of its
work.

"6, At their request, the Conference on Tisarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Confexcice to

participate in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Colombia, Democratic Yemen,
Demmark, Ecuador, Finland, Greece, ce, lreland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal,
Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and United Republ.c of Cameroon.

"7. During the 1984 session, the following official documents dealing with
chemical weapons were presented to the Conference on Disarmament:

-@D/429, dated 7 February 1984, entitled 'Report of the Ad Hoc Working
Group on Chemical Weapons on its work during the period
16 Jamuary-6 February 1984'

~ CD/431, dated 10 Fehi'u;ry 1984, submitted by the United Kingdom entitled
'Chemical Weapons Convention: Verification and Compliance - The
Challenge Element'

~ CD/432, dated 13 February 19€4, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled 'Letter deted 30 Jamary 1384 from the Permanent Representative
of the Isla.;m.c Republic of,Iran addressed to the Fresident of the
Conferende on ‘Disarmameint transmitting a report containing a description
of an attack with chemical vwezapons in Piranshenr, Iran'

- (D/435, dated 20 February 1984, submitted by a group of socialist countries,
entitled ‘Imgroved effectiverese of the work of the Conference on
Disarmapent in the fieid of the prohibition of chemical weapons'

- CD/437, dated 23 February 1984, submitted by Gzechoslovakia, entitled
'Tetter dated 23 February 1984 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of
Czechoslovakia transmiting a proposal of Warsaw Nember States to the
Member States of NATO on the question of freeing Europe from chemical
weapons, presented a.t ‘the USSR Mlmstry of Foreigr Affairs on

10 Jamuary 1984!

- CD/439, dated 24 February 1984, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
entitled 'Proposals cn "Prohibition of Transfer" and "Permitted Transfers"
in a future CW agreement'

- --UD/440, dated 28 February 1984, -entitled 'Decision on the re-establishment
of an ad hoc subsidiary body on chemical weapons'’

- CD/443, dated 5 March 1984, submitted by China. entitled 'Proposals on
Major Elementr of a faiure Corvention ‘on the Complete Prohibition and
Total Destruction of Chemicel Weapons' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.68)

~ CD/444, dated 19 March 1984, submitted by the USSR, entitled 'Letter
dated 6 March 1984 from the Representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics to the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting
excerpts from the speech of the General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. K.U. Chernenko, delivered
on 2 March 1984 *to wvuiers of Mgscow!s Kuibyshev districtt
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~ (CD/44%, dated 7 March 1984, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled 'Size
and Structure of a Chemical Disarmament Inspectorate’

- C'D/446, dated 8 March 1984, entitled ™Mecision on the designation of

" ad hoc subsidiary bodies of the Conference on Disarmament'

- CD/447, dated 9 March 1984, subtmitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled 'Letter dated 2 lMarch 1984 from the Permanent Representative of
the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament containing information on missile attacks and
bombardments in both military and civilian areas of the
Islamic Republic of Iran'

- CD/482, dated 26 March 1984, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled Working
Paper - National verification measures' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.73)

- CD/483, dated 27 March 1984, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled 'Letter dated 20 March 1984 from the Permanent Representative of
the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament containing proposals on some elements of a future
convention on the complete prohibition and total destruction of
chemical weapons' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.T4)

- CD/494, dated 3 April 1984, submitted by France, entitled "Elimination of
stocks and of production facilities' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.T9)

- CD/496, dated 4 April 1984, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
entitled 'Considerationson including a ban on the use of chemical weapons
and the right of withdrawal in a future chemical weapons convention'

- CD/497, dated 11 April 1984, submitted by the USSR, entitled 'Letter
dated 11 April 1984 from the Representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament transmitting the answers of the General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee, K.U. Chernenko, to questions of the newspaper
"Pravda"'

- CD/500, dated 18 April 1984, submitted by the United States, entitled
Draft convention. on the prohibition of chemical weapons'

- CD/501, dated 26 April 1984, submitted by Bungary, entitled 'Letter dated
25 April 1984 from the Head of the Hungarian delegation to the Conference
on Disarmament transmitting the text of the communiqué of the meeting of
the Committee of Foreign Ministers of the States Parties to the Warsaw
Treaty, held in Budapest on 19 and 20 April 1984'

- CD/505, dated 13 June 1984, submitted by Finland, entitled 'Letter dated
12 June 1984 addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
from the Permanent Representative of Finland, transmitting a document
entitled "Technical Evaluation of Selected Methods for the Verification
of Chemical Disarmament" '

- CD/508, dated 15 June 1984, submitted by Norway, emntitled *Verification of
a Chemical Weapons Convention. Sampling and Analysis of Chemical Warfare
Agents under Wint er Conditions'



CD/540
page 51

CD/509, dated 15 Juhe 1984, submitted by Noxrway, entitled 'Letter dated
13 June 1984 addressed to the President of the Conference on

Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of Norway transmitting a
research report entitled "Verification of & Chemical Weapons Convyention.
Sampling and Analysis of Chemical Warfare Agents under Winter Conditions" '

cn/514, dated 9 July 1984, submitted by the United Kingdom, entitled
'Werification of non—productxon of chemical weapons'

CD/516, dated 12 July 1984, submitted by the United States, entitled
“The declaration and interim monitoring of chemical weapons stockpiles'

€D/518, dated 17 July 1984, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
entitled 'Verification of the Destruction of Cheémical Weapons'

6D/519,. dated 18 July 1984, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled "TLetter dated 16 July 1984 from the Permanent Representative of
the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the President of the -
Conference on Disarmement transmitting the text of the response of

His Excellency Seyyed Ali Khamenei, President of the Islamic Republic

of Iran, to a message of the Secretary-General of the United Nations'

CD/ 532, dated 8 August 1984, submitted by a group of socialist States,
entitled 'The Organization and Functlom.ng of the Consultative Committee'
(also issued as CD/CW/WP.84)

CD/537, dated 15 August 1984, submitted by Demmark, eutitled 'Letter
dated 14 August 1984 from the Chargé d'affaires a.i.-of the Permanent
Mission of Denmark, transmitting a working paper on the verification of
non-production of chemical wea.pons'

"8. In addition, the following Working Papers were circulated to the Ad Hoc
Committee:

CD/CW/WP.67, dated 28 February 1984, entitled 'Chairman's suggestion for
a Working Structure for the negotiations on a Chemical Weapons
Convention'

C'D/CW/W’P.68, dated 5 March 1984, submitted by China, entitled ™Proposals
on Major Elemeuts of a Future Convention on the Complete Prohibition
and Total Destructidn of Chemical Weapons' (also issued as CD/443)

CD/CW/WP.69, dated 14 March 1984, entitled 'Programme of work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for the first part of the 1984
session'

CD/cw/vp. 70, dated 9 March 1984, entitled 'Outline for the organization
of woxk'

cn/cw/wp.n, dated 22 March 1984, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
'Suggested altermative definitions’

CD/CW/WP.T72, dated 23 Manch 1984, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, entitled 'Proposal concerning the content of the
provision of the future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons
relating to the procedure to bz followed in considering a request for an
on-site inspection by the State which receives it (amendment to para. 4.3
of the Report of the Co-ordinator of Comtact Group B (document CD/416,
annex II, p.14))
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CD/CW/WP.T3, dated 26 March 1984, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
"Working Paper - National verification measures'u%;lso issued as CD/482)

CD/CW/WP.T4, dated 27 March 1984, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled Letter dated 20 March 1984 from the Permanent Representative of
the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the President of the Conference
on Disarmament containing proposals on scme elements of a fubture

convention on the complete prohibition and total destruction of chemical
weapons' (also issued as CD/483)

CD/CW/WP.T5, dated 26 March 1984, submitted by China, emtitled 'Some
aspects on "Small-Scale Production Facility"'

CD/CW/WP. 76, dated 30 March 1984, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled '"Proposal concerning the content of chemical weapons relating to
the procedure to be followed in considering a request by a Member State for
an on-site inspection. (Amendment to Article 4 of the Report of the
Co-ordinator of Contact Group B (document CD/416, annex II, p. 14))

CD/CW/WP.77, dated 2 April 1984, entitled 'Programme of work of the
Ad Hoc Committee for the month of April 1984°'

CD/CW/WP.77/Rev.1, dated 5 April 1984, entitled 'Programme of work of the
Ad Hoc Committee for the month of April 1984' (English only)

CD/CW/WP.78, dated 2 April 1984, submitted by the USSR, entitled 'Proposal
concerning the content of procedures for the verification of the
destruction of chemical weapons stockpiles'

CD/CW/MWP.T9, dated 3 April 1984, submitted by France, entitled
Blimination of stocks and of production facilities' (also issued as

CD/494) -

CD/CW/WP.80, dated 17 April 1984, entitled 'Programme of work of the
A4 Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for the second part of the 1984
session'

CD/CW/WP.81, dated 26 April 1984, entitled 'Proposals by the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for draft Articles for parts of
a chemical weapons convention' )

CD/CW/WP.82, dated 6 July 1984, entitled "Preliminary structure of a
Convention on chemical weapons'

CD/CW/WP.82/Rev.l, dated 6 August 1984, entitled 'Preliminary structure
of a Convention on chemical weapons'

CD/CW/WP.83, dated 16 July 1984, entitled '"Programme of work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for the remainder of the 1984
session'

CD/CW/WP.84, dated 8 August 1984, submitted by a group of socialist States
entitled 'The Organization and Functioning of the Comsultative Committee'
(also issued as CD/532)

CD/CW/WP.85, dated 8 August 1984, entitled 'Draft Report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament '
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- CD/cW/WP.85/Add.1, dated 15 August 1984, entitled Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament -
Amnex T'

- ©D/CW/WP.85/Add.2, dated 14 August 1984, entitled Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament -
Annex IT'

- CD/CW/WP.86, dated 10 August 1984, submitted by the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled 'Verification of non-
production of chemical weapons' "

"ITII. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1984 SESSION

"9, In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee started the full and
complete process of elaboration and negotiation of the convention, except for its
final draftihg, on the basis of existing material and new proposals made by
delegatipns. To this effect, the Ad Hoc Committee accepted the Chairman's proposal

to set up three .Working Groups which dealt with specific aspects of the following
spheres of the Convention as follows:

"(a) Working Group A: Scope
(Chairman: Mr., S. Duarte, Brazil)

"(b) Working Group B: Elimination
(Chairmen: Mr. R.J. Akkerman, The Netherlands)

n(c) Working Group C: Compliance
(Chairman: Mr. H. Thielicke, German Democratio Republic)

In addition, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee was assisted. by .
Ambassador J.A. Beesley (Canada) and Ambassador S. Turbanski (Poland) in dealing
with the issues of prohibition of use of chemical weapons and the structure of the

Convention.

"10. On the basis of the results achieved in the Working Groups, and the proposals
put forward by the Chairman, preliminary drafting was undertaken on some of the
provisions of the Convention. These preliminary draft articles or parts thereof
are included it Annex I and structured according to the preliminary: structure of
the Counvention (CD/CW/WP.82/Rev.l)., The Committee took note of the intention of
the 1984 Chairman to revise the record of positious on substantive issues contained
in CD/CW/WP.67 using material submitted by delegations concerned so as to reflect
changes in positions. ¥/ Anmnex II contains reports by the Working Group Chairmen.
Annex III contains some proposals introduced in the Conference on Disarmament as
formulated and presented in Conference Documents. "

" y Some delegations expressed doubts about the necessity oi“ updating this
document.
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"IV, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"11l. The content of Annex I reflects the stage of negotiations on a Chemical
Weapons Convention, but it does not bind any delegation.

112, The Ad Hoc Committee recommends to the Conference on Disarmament:

"(a) that Annex I be used for further negotiation and drafting of the
Convention;

v(b) that the reports of the Chairmen of the Working Groups as contained in
Ammex II, including their proposed draft formulations, together with other
relevant present and future documents of the Conference also be utilized in the
further elaboration of the Convention;

"(c) that the Ad Hoc Committee resume its work under the Chairmanship of
Ambassador R. Ekéus (Sweden) and under its present mandate, for a session of
limited duration during the period 14 Jamuary - 1 February 1985; that the work
cover the two specific issues of Permitted Activities and Verification on
challenge including related issues with regard to the Consultative Committee,
as well as further negotiations on the material in Anmex I which has been subject
to preliminary drafting; furthermore that consultations be undertaken by the
Chairman in the meantime in preparation for the resumed session, and that the
Committee present to the Couference on Disarmament a report on its work during
that period;

"(d) that the Ad Hoc Committee be re-established before the end of the
second week of the 1985 session with the 1984 mandate, and that
Ambassador S. Turbanski (Poland) be appointed as its Chairman;

"(e) that a decision be taken early in the first part of the 1985 session
on the contimation of the process of negotiation on the Comvention after the
closure of the 1985 session, with a view to holding a resumed session of a
duration which will ensure that the time available in the period between
September 1985 and Jamuary 1986 is more fully utilized for negotiations, "
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"ANNEX I

"This Annex to the report of the 1984 session of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons has been structured so as to reflect the work accomplished by
the Ad Hoc Committee in discharging its mandate (CD/440). The preliminary
character of the texts presented is to be stressed. The different stages of
the preliminary drafting process within the negotiations on the text of a
Convention are reflected as texts having different status as explained below.

In accordance with the mandate of the Committee, the texts, whatever their status,
are not binding for any delegation. Due to the extensive and complicated nature
of the substance and the limited time available, it was not possible to consider
a number of the parts of the Convention during this session. The texts reproduced
in this Annex therefore do not contain all positions or reflect changes in them.

"The text is arranged following the preliminary structure of a future Convention
in CD/CW/WP.82/Rev.l, which has been used on the understanding that it is still
tentative. The placement of provisions within the structure has not been discussed
in most cases. Thus Annex I does not reflect all proposals regarding placement which
have been made; the issues remain open and will be discussed at a later stage.

"In the texts, differing views appear within brackets in cases where alternative
formulations were suggested. Other views, expressed in a more general way, are
presented in footnotes.

"Phe differing types of texts, reflecting the different stages of the preliminary
drafting process within the negotiations are as follows:

"], On the basis of the reports of the Chairmen of the Working Groups

and the proposals by the Chairman of the Committee, some texts have been
subject to extensive consultations and drafting efforts conducted by the
Chairman of the Committee. Such texts are marked with two lines in the

margin.

"2, Other texts, based on the same material, have not been subject to
extensive drafting but the Chairman of the Committee or the Working Groups
Chairmen were to a varying extent able to consult with delegations on
substance but not necessarily on formulations. Such texts are marked with
one line in the margin.

"3, Some issues, dealt with in the report of the previous session (cp/416)

which was re—edited at the begimning of the session as CD/CW/WP.67, have
not been further considered during this session. These are indicated at
appropriate places with the headings from CD/CW/WP.67 and marked '67' in
the margin.
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General provisions on scope
Definitions and Criteria

Declarations

Measures on chemical weapons

Measures on chemical weapons production facilities
Permitted activities

Bational implementation measures
Consultative Committee

Consultations, co-operation and fact finding
Assistance

Boonomic and technological development
Relation to other international agreements
Amendments

Duration, withdrawal

Signature, ratification, entry into force
Languages

Ammexes and other documents

"#/ Discussions are still contimuing on where different issues
lixe verification measures are to be placed under this structure.
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"Preamble

"Determined, for the sake of all mankind, to
exclude completely and forever the possibility of
chemical weapons C\rhich utilize the toxic properties of toxic
chemicals, to cause death, or temporary or permanent harm to
man and animals.j being used.

b GENERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPE

"Bach State Party undertakes not to develop, produce,
otherwise acquire, stockpile or retain chemical weapons,
or transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical weapons to
anyone.

"Each State Party undertakes not to assist, encourage

or induce, in any way, anyone to engage in activities
prohibited to Parties under this Convention.

"Bach State Party undertakes not to use chemical weapons
[in any ammed conflict] [in any conﬂict:’j n any circumstarced,
and also not to use herbicides[for other than/non-hostile/
pemitted*—*’/purposesz [for methode or means of warfare].

[Bach State Party undertakes mot to [conduct other activities
in preparation for use of chemical wea.pons] [engage in any military
preparations for use of chemical wea.pons].]

" :/ With this alternative is suggested the following reservations:

a) except for the use of irritants for the purpose of riot control;
b) other exceptions.

n 2/ It was noted that the definition of 'permitted purposes' refers only to the
definition of chemical weapons. Such a reference may not be applicable in this
context. In such a case the permitted purposes would have to be spelt out in full
in these undextakings.
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"Each State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy
or divert for permitted pu:r:poses] chemical weapons which
are in its possession or under its [jurisdiction or]
control.*

"Each State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy
or dismantle] chemical weapons production facilities
vhich are in its possession or under its [jurisdiction

*e
or] control.

"X, DEFINITIONS AND CRITERTA

" For the purposes of this Convention:
-

"1.-——/'1‘he term 'chemical weapons' shall apply to the
following, together or separately: ‘

"(1) toxic chemicalsand their precursors, [including
components of binary or nmlticomponent chemical weapons]
except those intended for permitted purposes as long as
the types and quantities involved are consistent with

HHHE

such purposes.

":/ An altermative formulation and placement of this undertaking is given
under 'Measures on chemical weapons' on page 65.

"k f An alternative formulation and placement of this undertaking is given
under 'Measures on chemical weapons production facilities' on page 67.

e / The definitions of chemical weapons are presented on the understanding that
problems related to irritants used for law enforcement and riot control, and also to

chemicals intended to enhance the effect of the use of chemical weaponms if their
inclusion in the convention is agreed could be handled outside the definitions of
chemical weapons if this will result in a more clear and understandable definition.
Preliminary suggestions made to solve these problems are given below and consul-

tations on them will be continued.

"mee#/  Toxic chemicals and their key precursors not intended for permitted purposes
are also called chemical warfare agents.



"(ii) munitions and devices specifically designed to cause

death or other harm through the toxic properties of those
toxic chemicals referred to under (i) above which would
be released as a result of the employment of such mmitions

and devices.

"(iii) any equipment specifically designed for use directly

in connection with the employment of such mmitions or

devices.

"~ [The term 'chemical weapons' shall not apply to those

chemicals which are not super-toxic lethal, or other
lethal chemicals and which are used by a Party for
domestic law-enforcement and domestic riot control

purposes. ]

- [Sta.tes Parties agree not to [develop, produce, stockpile

or] utilize for chemical weapons chemicals intended to
enhance the effect of the use of such weapons. ]

"[2. 'Toxic chemicals' means:

chemicals [regardless of the method of their production])
[whether produced in plants, mmitions or elaevhere] vhose
toxic properties can be utilized [in armed conflicta'-*)j to

cause death or temporary or permanent harm, to man or
animals Er plantg ’ involving:]

"[2. *Toxic chemical' means:

any chemical, regardless of its origin or method of
production, vhich through its chemical action on life
processes can cause death, temporary incapacitation,
or permanent harm to man or animals

"

Depending on the formulation of the prohibition of use.

CD/540
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" Poxic chemicalp are divided into the following categories: ]
" (a) 'super-toxic lethal chemicals', which have a
median lethal dose which is less than or equal to
0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-
mi.u/m3 by inhalation) when measured by an agreed
method~ set forth in sess

" (b) 'other lethal chemicals', which have a median
lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kg (sub-
cutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-m:i.n/m3 (vy
inhalation) and less than or equal to 10 mg/kg
(subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m3
(by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method:/
set forth in ....

" [(C) 'other harmful chemicals', being a:wﬁoxig chemicals not
covered by (a) or (b) above, [including toxic chemicals
vhich normally cause temporary incapacitation rather
than deatBj[at similar doses to those at which super-
toxic lethal chemicals cause death].]

"[and 'other harmful chemical® has a median lethal does whach
is greater than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
20,000 mg-min/m’ (by inhalation).]

"3, Permitted purposes meaus:

" [{2) industrial, agracultural, research, medical, law
enforcement or other peaceful purposes; and]

" Ka) industrial, agricultural, research, recdical or cther

peaceful purposes, law enfcrcerent; a_nd:[

n(b) protective purposes, namely those purposes directly

related to [means of] protection against chemical we —

"

It was noted that after such measurements had actually been perfcrmed, the

figures mentioned in this and the following section might be subject to slight
changes in order to cover sulphur mustard gas under the first categoery.

"/

The suggestion that such permitted protective purposes should relate only

to 'an adversary's use of ' chemical weapons was removed pending a decision on where
in the Convention the question of prohibiting other military preparations for use
of chemical weapons than those mentioned under scope should be dealt with.



"2/

"5.

Although different opinions exist on the place for these characteristics,

"(¢) military purposes which [are not related to the
use of chemical weapons] [do not rely upon the toxic
properties of toxic chemicals or which are purposes
othervise permitted under sub-paragraphs (a) and (b)
of this pa:ragraph].

Precursor' meanss

a chemical reagent which takes part in the production
of a toxic chemical.

'Key precursor' means

a precursor vhich poses a significant risk to the
objectives of the Convention by virtue of its

importance in the production of a toxic chemical.

It may possess [poesessea the following cha.ra.cteristic;/ .

"(a) it may play I:plays] an important role in determining

the toxic propexties of a [toxic chemical]
[super-toxic lethal chemicall.

n (b)' it may be used in one of the chemical reactions

at the final stage of production of the [toxic
chemical] [super-toxic lethal chemicall], whether
in large scale production or in binary or multi-
component weapons [or elsewhere].

"(b)'' it may be[ig) used [in ome of the chemical reactiong]

at the final stage of production of the [toxac
chemical] [super-toxic lethal chemical], whether
in a production facility, in a munition or
device, or elsewhere.

" (b)''' it may be used in one of the chemical reactions

at the final stage of formation of the [toxic
chemical] [super-toxic lethal chemicall.

cD/540
page 61

there is no disagreement that they have to be taken into account when drawing up the
list of key precursors forming part of the Convention.



€D/540
page 62

" [(c) it may [35) not be used, or [i£] used only in raniral
quar.tities, for permitted purposes]

" ey precursors are lisitef 1 ....

" [The list in ... shall be subject io revisions accerding
to ... taking into account the above characteristics as well

*
ag any other relevant factorj .]

T™e list in ... m2y be subject to revisions accoréing to

«es taking into account the adove charactensticsg

" E‘or the purpose of the relevant provisions in a Chemical
VWeapons Convention key precursors should be listed according

to the characteristics .]

" [As an exception to the rule, chemicals which are not key

precursors but are deemed to pose a threat [pa.rticula.r ris}':l
with regard to a Cherical Weapons Convention should be included

in & list, if an understanding to this end can be rea.ched.]
"6, Chemical weazpons product:on fecility means:

" [éhemical weapans production facility means any building
or egquipment desigred, consiracied o used (in any éeg:‘ee}
for the proluction of che—icel wsgponr cr for fillirg
chezzcel weapons .]

"E’Che’ucal weapons producticn facility' meane an”
builfing or any eguip—ent which in an fezree was decigne’d,
congiructed or use? since 1 Jamuer; 194f, for:

n{a) the producticn for che-:czl wearons ef amy ‘ox:c
chemical, except for ihose listed in (Schedule B),
or the production for chexzical weapons of any key

precursor; or
"(b) the filling of chem:cal weapons. ]

e It seens generally accepteble that thas para, could appear i-
the list of ke precursors.
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DECLARATIONS

"Declarations of chemical weapons

"Bach State Party undertakes to submit not later
than 30 days after entry into force for it of the Convention
declarations to the Consultative Committee, stating:

- whether it posseses or does not possess any chemical
weapo ki

- whether it has on its territory any chemical weapons
under the [jurisdiction or] control of anyone else;

- the composition of stocks of chemical weapons, i.e.:ﬂl

- toxic chemicals and their [key] precursors comprised
in such stocks by their chemical names, [structural
chemical formulae,] toxicities where applicable and
weights in metric tons in bulk and filled munitions;

- manitions by types, calibres, quantities and chemical
£i11;

- [other delivery] devices by types, quantities, [volume],
[size] and chemical £ill;

- equirment [or chemical] specifically designed for use
directly in commection with the employment of such
mmnitions or [other delivery] devices;

[- the precise location of chemical weapons under its control
and the detailed inventory of the chemical weapons at
each location]

" [Bach State Party undertakes to subtmit to the Consultative
Committee declarations stating the location of storage depots
adjacent to destruction factilities [within 3 months after emtry
into force of the Convention].

"y
e/

"o/

Regardless of quantity or location.
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It has been proposed that some of this material could be placed in an ammex.

{Within 6 months with respect to binary weapons and within 24 montks for

other chemical veapons.]
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"[Bach State Party undertakes to subtmit to the
Consultative Committee declarations on ihe detailed
composition of each batch of chemical weapons to be
destroyed upon arrival at the storage depot adjacent
to the destruction facility. ]

n[Each State Party undertakes to submit to the
Consultative Committee declarations on the detailed
composition of each batch of chemical weapons to be
diverted for permitted purposes before it is transported
to the facility which will assure its diversion. ]

"Plans for |destruction]| jdestruction or diversion for permitted
oges | of chemical weapons
"Bach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative
Committee, not later than [30 days] [3 months}y[6 months] after
entry into force for it of the Convention, initial pl = for the
[destruction] [destruction or diversion for permitted purposes]

HEE
of chemical weapons cont i

- types of operation;

- schedules with respect to quantities and types of
chemical weapons to be [destroyed] [destroyed or
diverted to permitted purposes] and end productss

- [location of destruction plants to be used.]

[schedules for declaration within two years after
entry into force for it of the location of destruction
pla.nts:/ to be used]

"Bach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative
Committee [three] {six] months before the [destruction]
[destruction or diversion] operations are to begin detailed
plans containing the information needed by the Consultative

Committee as provided for in «...

e/ The [3 months] timeframe is a working variant subject to further consideratior
taking into account the results of elaboration of specific contents of the initial

plans,
"/ To be based on agreed principles.
et It has been proposed that some of this material could be placed in an amex.
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"BEach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative
Committee [periodic] [ammual] progress reports on implementation
of plans for the [d.estruction] [destruction or diversion for
permitted purposes] of chemical weapons and a notification of
the completion of [destruction] [destruction or diversion] of
chemical weapons within 30 days thereafter.

"0ld Stocks ¥l

"Initial declaration of chemical weapons production facilities M YA

"Submissiormgof plans and notifications 67

"IV, MEASURES ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"Bach State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy or
diverbt/ for permitted purposes as defined in ....]
[1.to destroy and 2. have the right to divert for permitted
purposes as provided for in ...) [as rapidly as possidle] [all]
chemical weapons if any under their [jurisdiction or] comtrol.
[A11 chemical weapons stocks should be totally destroyed except
for dual purpose toxic chemical and dual purpose key precursors
which, as agreed upon, may be diverted to permitted purposes.]

" [[Destruction] [destruction or diversion for permitted
purposes] shall commence within 6 months and be completed within
ten years after the Convention's entry into force for the Party,
in accordance with the schedule™, specified in ... )

" [[Destruction] [destruction or diversion i1or permitted
purposes] shall be carried out in accordance with the schedule
specified in ++s within the overall timeframe begimming from
6 months and ending within 10 years after the Convention's
entry into force.]

" :/ Diversion is suggested not to relate to super—toxic lethal chemicals and
their key precursors, except as allowed in .... with respect to-permitted activities
admitting possession of an aggregate amount of up to one ton a year.

" *_-lj It is understood that such a schedule is based on the principle that
tire stage of [destruction] [destruction or diversion for permitted purposes
the eh age
no Party that has declared the possession of chemical weapons shall gain any
military advantage. Some delegations suggested thal the most texic chemicals such
as VX, sgman, sarin, tabun, mustard gas etc. shall be destroyed in the first place-
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"Elimination of stocks YA

"[The Consultative Committee shall consult with Parties
no later than [three months] [between three to ... months ]
after entry into force of the Convention with a view to
co-ordinate their plans for destruction or diversion of
chemical weapons submitted in accordance withee.)

"[Destruction] [d.estruction or diversion for permitted
purposes] shall employ non-reversible procedures which will
[allow] [not artificially hinder] the systematic international
on-site inspection by the Consultative Committee provided

wmder eee

n"Bach State Party undertakes to protect population and
environment in fulfilling the obligations commected with
the [deetmction] [destruction and the diversion for
permitted purposes] of chemical weapons.:/

"Bach State Party undertakes

- to declare within... days any chemical weapons

vhich might be found [after the initial declarations]
[and which were left without its kmowledge] [anywhere]
[on its territory) under its [jurisdiction or] control,
submitting to the Consultative Cormittee all relevant
data in its possession about the found chemical weapons
and planned methods, timetables and the place of their

destruction, according to see.

"#f It is understood that the protection of population and environment
should also be observed in the destruction of chemical weapons production facilities.
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- to destroy such weapons in a manmer
which would emsure the safety of population
and environment, taking into account the
quantity and the state of the discovered
chemical weapons.

"Non-removal of stocks 67"

"Verification measures L YA

"V. _MEASURES ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

".Fa.ch State Party undertakes to destroy its chemical
weapons production facilities.*

"Destruction of production facilities can be carriedy
e
out by any of the following methods—/ alone, or as
appropriate together:

"l. dismantling and physical destruction of all
components and structures;

"2. dismantling and physical destruction of certain
components, while reusing other components for
permitted purposes;

"2, dismantling and physical destruction of certain
structures.

"The specific method or combination of methods to e used
in respect of each production facility shall be determined by
each State Party according to the nature of the facility
concerned and in accordance with the principles laid down in

"Each State Party shall indicate in its plan(s) for
destruction of production facilities the specific methods of

destruction envisaged.

"j'j To be defined elsewvhere; this text refers only to ‘single-purpose'
facilities.

"*_*/ It has been proposed that this paragraph might be placed in an ammex.

"sx%#/ It is an understanding that the methods mentioned may mot be exhaustive
and that further consideration should be given to this problem, taking into
account the future definition of chemical weapons production facility,
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"Elimination of Production Facilities

"Cessation of production activities

"Non-construction and non-conversion of production facilities

"Werification measures

i PERMITTED ACTIVITIES:/

"Each State Party has the right, in accordance with
the provisions of this Convention, to [develop], produce
W
otherwise acquire, retain, transfe and use toxic

I
chemicals and their precurso for permitted purposes,
in types and quantities consistent with fx/p\u-poses,

)

subject to the following [restrictions]:

"j'/ It is generally felt that a provision stating that nothing in the Convention
should be interpreted as hampering the activities of Parties in the chemical field
should be formulated. The precise formulation and placement of such provision should
be further discussed. (Formulations on this matter appear under XI. 'Economic and
technological development')

e/ A provision on transfer should be elaborated.
" f '‘Toxic chemicals and their precursors' used here with reference to the
section on 'definitions'.

"ewux/  In accordance with procedures set forth in ee. and, as appropriate, on the
asis of lists of chemicals. including those of particular risk, to be determined
according to agreed criteria,




cD/540
page 69

"11. Super-toxic Lethal Chemicals

(a) a limitation to an amount which is the lowest
possible and in any case does not exceed one
metric ton of the aggregate quantity of super-
toxic lethal chemicals [and their precursors]
[and key components of binary systems] produced,
diverted from stocks, or otherwise acquired
annually or possessed at any one time [for
protective purposes] [for all permitted purposes];

(b) & limitation of the production of these chemicals
to a single small-scale facility having a capacity
limit of ccoee}

(¢) a notification to the Consultative Committee of the
location and capacity of the small-scale production
facility within 30 days after entry into force for a
State Party, or when constructed later ... days
before the date of commencement of operations;

(4) monitoring of the small-scale production facility by
ammual data reporting with justification, on-site

:/ instruments, and systematic intermational on-site

inspections [periodically] [on a quota basis].

"/ This material was put together by the Chaimman of the Working Group follcwing
consultations with some delegations as a presemtation of positions.
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"'[2. a prohibition of the production of compounds with
methyl-phosphorus bond in comme¥cial production facilities
[and to restrict such production to the single small-scale
facility].]

[(e) monitoring of all facilities producing super-toxic
lethal chemicals by regular reporting which would
include description/justification of the civil uses
for which the chemical 1s produced and systematic

international on-site inspectiono]

[(£) a prohibition of production and use of listed super-
toxic lethal chemicals, except for the production and
use of such chemicals in laboratory quantities, for
research, medical, or protective purposes at
establishments approved by the Pa:r:tyo]

M 3., Other Lethal and Other Harmful Chemicals

(a) monitoring of production and use by amual data -
reporting [a.ccording to the level of risk posed
by particular chemicals whether per se or as
precursors J;

[(b) a declaration to the Consultative Committee of the
location of facilities for the production of
certain other lethal and other harmful chemicals
deemed to pose a particular risk.]

" 4. Key precursors [which are not key components of binary
systems and/or which do not contain methyl-phosphorus bond]

Monitoring by annual data reporting of production and use
[and declaration to the Consultative Committee of the

:/ location of facilities for the production of key
precursors] [a.nd. systematic internmational on-site inspection
on a random basis. ]

"l [S. Precursors (to be elaborated)]

"4/  This material was put together by the Chairman of the Working Group following
consultations with some delegations as a presentation of positioms.
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"RESTRICTIONS ON ACQUISITION AND TRANSFER

"Cessation of acquisition and transfer

"Permitted Transfers

National y_n;ementation Measures

"Bach State Party undertakes to adopt measures
necessary in accordance with its constitutional processes
to implement the Convention, and in particular, to
prohibit and prevent any activity in violation of the
Convention and to monitor compliance with the Convention
anywhere under its [jurisdiction or] control.

"T4 undertakes to inform the Consultative COmittee:/
of the legislative and administrative measures taken to
implement the Convention.

"Bach State Party undertakes to co-operate with the
Consultative Committee in the exercise of all its functions
and in particular to provide, through any national organization
or authority assigned to implement the Convention, assistance to
the Consultative Committee including data reporting, assistance
for internmational on-site inspections and a prompt response to
all requests for the provision of expertise, information and
laboratoxry support.**

"National Technical Means

CD/540
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"t/ Any mentioning of the Consultative Committee may also relate to its

appropriate subsidiary organ, vhichever may be decided.

"sx/ It has been proposed to place this paragraph under Section VIII.
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"VIII. CONSULTATIVE comnmy

M. For the purpose of facilii:atlng the implementation of the Convention

by assisting States Parties in consultations and cooperation, as well as by
promoting verification of compliance with the Convention, a Consultative Committee
shall be established. It shall consist of the representatives designated by the
States Parties to the Convention.-*y

"2. The first session of the Committee shall be convened by the Depositary
at [venue] not later than 30 days after the entry into force of the Convention.

"3 The Committee shall

"s) consider any matter raised, related to the objectives or the
implementation of the Convention;
b) review scientific and technical developments [which could affect
the operation of the Convention and consider other technical matters]
related to the implementation of the Convention;

"[c) consider measures to be taken by States Parties at the emergence
of any situation which poses a threat to the Convention or impedes the
achievement of its objectives;]m

"[d) consider practical measures to be taken by States Parties in
assistance of any endangered State Party; pexs/

"#/  Further material on the Consultative Committee can be found in Annex ITI, pp. 97-102
and in Ammex III, CD/294, p. 7, and CD/500, pp. 7-8 and annex I, and in CD/532.

"s*x/ Concerning the participation in the Committee of States signatories to the
Convention, it was suggested that an appropriate provision be included in the
Convention. According to another view, this matter should be decided by the Committe
itself.

"##%/ The proposals are not thought to affect in any way the rights of States to have
recourse to the Security Council as provided in the UN Charter. According to another
view, however, it would be appropriate to consider these proposals in close comnectio.
with a possible role of the UN Security Council in the compliance procedure,
especially concerning assistance for a State Party which has been hammed or is likely
to be harmed as a result of violation of the Convention.
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"4 The Committee shall meet 1n regular sessions annually during the first

ten years after the entry into force of the Convention. After that period, it may
*

meet anmually, unless States Parties decide othemse.-/ The Committee shall

L o
review the operation of the Convention at 1ts regular sessions every 5 years .—/

"An extraordinary sess.on of the Committee may be convened at the request
of any State Party or the Executive Council wathin 30 days after the receipt of such

-
Tequest.

5. The Committee shall take its decisions by conaensusf:ﬂ [whenever possible]

[on matters of substance]. If a consensus cannot be reached [within 24 hours,

a decision may be taken by a majority of those present and voting. The report on

a fact-finding inquiry should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be

taken as to whether a Party is complying vith the provisions of the Comvention. )
[during the session, each State Party may record its opinion in the final report of the
session for subsequent study by the Governments of the other States Parties to the
Convention. Decisions on procedural matters related to the organization of work
shall be taken by consensus, whenever possible, and otherwise by a majority of those

present and voting. ]

"6, The Committee shall elect its Chairman at the beginning of each regular
session.
Ny / It was suggested thzt the decision could be taken at the end of each

session or the Chairman of the Committee could elicait the views of Stzies Parties.

""_-*/ It was suggested that in such a case the regular session mzy be divided into
two parti: (a) normal regular session; (b) review session. Accoréing to another
vaew, the possibility of holding reg.izr review confersnces should be cors_gdered in
close connection with the procedure for amendments,

it J It was suggested that the request forwarded by a State Party should de
substantiated. According to another view, it should be supported by a certain number
of States Parties (e.g. 5)

maae/ It was suggested that decisions on all questions should be taken either

by consensus or by a majority vote. It was furthermore suggested that there should
be a clear understanding as to the difference between procedural and substantive
matters.
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". The Comm:ttee shall, after each regular session, present to the States

*

Parties a report on i1ts activities.

"8. The expenses for the activities of the Committee shall be borne by the
States Parties to the Convention.

R 2 o 3
9, legal Statu.s—/
mo. For the purpose of assisting the Committee in carrying out iis functions,

an Executive Council and a Technmical Secretariat shall be established.

1. The Consultative Committee may set-up other [techn;cal] subsidiary organs
as may be necessary for its work.

ma. The Executive Council shall have delegated authority to discharge the
functions of the Consultative Committee set out in sub-paras. 3 [.........]

as well as any other functions which the Committee may delegate to it. The

Council shall report to the Committee at its regular sessions on its exercise

of these functions. [In the intervals between the sessions, questions wath regard
to promoting the implementation of and compliance with the Convention shall be

dealt with by the Executive Council acting on behalf of the Consultatave Commlttée.]

"3, The Council shall be composed of representatives of [15] States Parties
and a non-voting Chairman.

'{Ten members of the Council shall be elected by the Consultative Committee
upon consultation with the States Parties, taking into account the prainciple of
equitable political and geographic representation, for a term of 2 years with an
annual replacement of five members. The remaining five seats shall be reserved for
the permanent members of the Security Council participating in the Conventlon.]

"[Based on the princaple of the sovereign equality of States, members shall
be elected by the Consultztive Commitiee from among all States Parties. Electaions
could be made on the basis of a regionzl allocation of seats or on any other
adequate basis that will be agreed upon, excluding the possibility of ainstaitutronsl
permanent mexbership of any State Party.]

ﬁ:/ It 1s understood that the report might consist of the proceediggs of the
Tegular session and the final document of the session. Ig case thgre is no annual
regular session of the Consultative Committee, the Executive Council may present a

technical report to States Parties.

) It is understood that the Preparatory Commissi?n would make a recommendation
Concerning the financing of tne activaties of the Committee.

S il It was suggested thzt the Technical Secretariat should be able to enter into
the legal contracts necessary to fulfil its functions. This matter should be
addressed 1n a comprehensive way after agreement 1s reached on the conduct of
activities by the Consultative Commitiee and its subsidiary organs.
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m4. The Council shall take its decisions by consensus:/[whenever posszble]
[on matters of substance). If a consensus cannot be reached within [24 hours]
[a decasion may be taken by a majority of those present and voting. The report
on a fact-finding inquary should nct be put tc a vote, nor should any decision be
taken as to whether a Party is complying with the provas:ons of the Conventlon.]
[vith regard to a request for on-site inspection, the State subject to the request
shall be informed of the individuzl opinions expressed by all the Members of the
Executive Council on the maiter. The Council shall take 1is decisions on
procedural matters related to the orgamization cf its work by consensus whenever
possible, and otherwise by a majority of those present and voting.]

"[A fact-finding team shall be automatically sent out by the Executive
Council in response to the request made by a State Party for inspection to be

carried out in territories under its control.]

ms. [The Council shall be able to be convened on short notice and to function
continuously. Each member of the Council shall for this purpose be represented
at all times at the seat of the Consultative Committee.]

meé. The Chairman of the previous regular session of the Consultative Committee
ghall serve as Chairman of the Council.

“pﬂ. The Executive Council may set-up such subsidiary organs as may be necessary

for its vork.]
r[18. A Fact-Finding Panel subordinate to the Executive Council shall be

established. The Panel shell be responsible for conducting fact-finding inquiries,
including the oversight of challenge on-site inspection. =

"/ It was suggested that decisions on all guestions should be taken either by
consensus or a majority vote.

"o f Different suggestions have been made with regard to such an organ:

" g) 4+ would not be necessary io provide for such a body, since the three
bodies already envisaged would suffices;

n p) Panel with pol:iticzl and technical functions as scbsidiary organ to ihe

Execatave Council, cozpssed of

i; five merbers; ¢

i1) technical erper

"e) Staff of technical experts which would provide technical advice and carry
out inspections. The following forms are envisageds:

i) permanent unit in the Secretariat;

ii) roster of quickly available experts.

£ belonging tc the delegations to the Executive Council.
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"9, The Technical Secretariat shall

") provide admin:strative support to the Consultative Committee and

the Executive Council;

"b) render technical assistance to States Parties, the Consultztive
Corm:itiee and the Executive Council;

"c) carry cut internationzl on-site inspections as provided for in the
Convention;

"d) assist the Consultative Committee and the Executive Council in tasks
related to information and fact-finding as well as in other tasks provided
to it by those organs.:/

n20. [The staff of the Secretariat shall be appointed on the basis of the
rrinciple of just political and geographical representation of States Parties to
the Convention. It shall be composed of inspectors and experts who shall be
nationals of the States Parties.]

"[The paramount consideration in the employment of the staff of the
Secretariat and in the determination of the conditions of service shall be the
necessity of securing the highest standards of efficiency, coﬁpetence, and
integrity. Due regard shall be paid to the importance of recruiting staff on as
wide a geographical basis as possible among States Parties to the Convention. =

ngy, X/

74 Tre functiors of the Techn:cal Secretariat night te specified further.

"::/ It was suggested that other questions comnected with the establishment
of the Secretariat should be considered by the Preparatory Commission, which
should make appropriate recormendations to the Consultative Committee.

"***/ Material on cooperation between the Consultative Committee and the
national verification bodies can be found in Annex II,p.102 and Ammex III,
CD/294, pp. 6 and 7, and in CD/532, pp. 3 and 4.




CONSULTATION, CO-OPERATION AND FACT-FINDING

"Each State Party undertakes to consult and co-operate
in any matter related to the implementation of the
Convention, directly among themselves cr through appropriate
procedures, including the services or good offices of the
Consultative Committee:/ (or its subsiidary organs) as well
as'of appropriate international organizations.

"Bach State Party shall endsavour to clarify and
resolve, through bilateral consultation, any situation which
may give cause to doubts about compliance with the Convention,
or which gives rise to concerms about a related situation which
may be considered ambiguous. A State Party seized with a
request from another State Party for clarification of a
particular situation shall [within 7 days] [as soon as possible]
provide the requesting State Party with relevant information in
order to dispel doubts and to clarify the situation [as a final,
or, as an exception, a preliminary answer. A preliminary
anwer should give the reasoms for the delay, and should be
followed by a final answer within ...]

"sttematic Internationel Proceduree

"*/
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67

Any mention of the Consultative Committee may also relate to its a: ropriate
susidiary organ, whichever may be decided. P
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"Fact-Finding
"General Provisions

", [Ea.ch State Party undertakes to ensure non-routine
verification of compliance with the Convention by the application
of fact-finding procedures including on-site inspection on the
basis of obligations as set forth in cee.y arranged dbilaterally,
or by a request to the Consultative Committee as provided for
in paragraph 3 of this Article.)

"2, Any State Party may at any time request the Consultative
Comeittee (or its appropriate subsidiary organ) to carry out,

in the exercise of its functions, appropriate procedures with

regard to itself or another State Party to clarify and resolve

any situation which may give cause to doubt about compliance with the
Convention, or which gives rise to concerns about a related

. gituation wHich may be considered ambiguous. Such a request may

include a request for an on-site inspection.

"3, Requests sent to the Consultative Committee (or its

subsidiary organ) under Paragraph 2 of this Article should
contain ch:-ective and concrete elements supporting
doubts and concern of the compliance with the Convention

and should be directly relevant to such doubts and concerns.
(Requests should specify the action the Executive Council is

requested to take).
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"4. Each State Party wundertakes to co-operate [fully] with
the Consultative Committee and its subsidiary organs and/or
international organizations, which may, as appropriate, give
scientific, technical and administrative assistance to the
Consultative Committee in order to facilitate fact-finding
activities so as to ensure the speedy clarification of the
situation which gave rise to the original request.

"5, The Consultative Committee shall notify all States
Parties of the initiation of any fact=-finding procedures as provided
for in «» 1n which it will be involved and shall provided
soon as possible [with the consent of the Parties concerne =
all available information related thereto to all State Parties.

"6é. Any State Party which has reason to believe that any other
State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Convention may have recourse to appropriate
procedures under the Charter of the United Nations [and that
nothing in this Article should be interpreted as affecting the
rights and duties of Parties under the Charter of the TUnited

Rations. ]

"%/ It should be observed that a request by one Party for information from
another Party transmitted by the Technical Secretariat need not constitute

initiation of a fact-finding process.
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"United Nations

" Provisions for requests for fact-finding

"Upon receipt of a request from a State Party for clarification
and fact-finding the Technical Secretariat shall, on behalf of the
Executive Council, transmit within [....)] [2 days] the request to
the State Party giving rise to the doubt or concern.

"The Party which was asked for clarification shall within eeoe
provide its information to the requesting Party, sending it
directly to the requesting State Party or to it via the Technical
Secretariat [within ... days]. ‘

"The requesting State Party, upon receipt of the clarafication,
will decide if the doubts or concern have been resolved. If it
finds that its doubts and concerns have not been resolved it can
request the Executive Council to start a fact-finding procedure.

"Upon receipt of such a request the Executive Council shall
within... initiate the requested fact-finding procedure which will

be conducted as specified in ececo

"A report on the requested fact-finding procedure, whether
interim or final, shall be presented to the Executive Council

within [2 months].

v67v
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"The report shall contain the information and the views
*
presented during the requested fact-finding procedure.-/

"On-site inspection by Challe_ggg:/

"erification of the Prohibition cf Use €T
"X. assisTancE—/

"Agsistance 67

"XI. ECONQ!IC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT

“"Promotion of Developnent Goals 67

"XII. RELATION TO OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS

"Preamble 67"
"XIII, AMENDVENTS
v, DMIOI\'. VWITHDRAWAL

"Withdrawal 67

"/ Regarding possible further actions which could be taken by a State Party
not satisfied with the outcome of the requested fact-finding report the State
Party could ask for the convening of a special meeting of the Conmsultative
Committee. A State Party would have such a right under the part of the Convention
regulating the functions and procedures of the Comsultative Committee. Whether

a specific provision is needed in the section of fact-finding is still under

discussion.

" ﬁ/ Material on on-site inspection by challenge can be found in Amnex II,
PpA05-107 vhich contains the relevant part of the Report of the Chairman of
Working Group C, dated 1€ Apral 1984, and in Ammex III, pp. 7 and 8 (from CD/294
dated 21 July 1982), pp. 10 and 11 and annex II, pp. 7 and 8 (from CD/500, dated
18 April 1984), and p. 3 (from CD/532, dated 8 August 1984).

e / See 3 ¢ and 4 under Consultative Committee
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"XV, SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTO FORCE

"Depositary



/540
page 83

"ANNEXES AND OTHER DOCUMENTS

"Preparatory Comiasior;/

"1. For the purpose of [can'ymg out the necessary administrative and
technical preparations for the effective operation of the provisions of the
Convention and 1'057 preparing for the first meeting of the Consultative
Committee, the Depositary of the Convention shall convene a Preparatory
Commission as soon as possible amd in any case not later than 60 days after
the Convention has been signed by ... Statevﬂ.

"2, The Commission shall consist of the representatives designated by the
States which have signed the Convention. Any State which has not signed the
Convention [;ny apply to the Commission for obeerver status which will be
accorded on the decision of the Comiasion_.][&y designate an observer to the
Comiuion]

" Earticipation of intergovernmental organisation_s]

"3, The Commission shall be convened at [Geneva//Geneva, New York or Vienna/
and shall remain in existence until the Convention comes into force and there-
after until the Consultative Committee has convened.

"4 A1l decisions of the Commission shall be made by consensus.

"S5, The Commission shall adopt its own rules of procedures and appoint an
executive secretary and staff, as shall be necessary.

"6. The expenses of the Commission shall be met ﬁm the regular budget
of the United Nations, subject to the approval of the General Assendly of the
United Rationsjﬁy a loan provided by the United Nations which shall be
repaid by the Consultative Committee./ /by the States signatories to the

"/ There have been a number of suggestions on the format of the document
on the Preparatory Commission which should be further explored. It vas
proposed that provisions on the Commission could de contained in

- a resolution of the UNGA commending the Convention;

- an Annex to the Convention which would enter into force before the
Convention

- any other separete document (e.g. as part of the report of the CD
to the UNGA containing the draft Convention)

"s#/  The figure should be identical with the number of States provided for in
the Article of the Convention dealing with ratification and entry into force.
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Convention, participating in the Commission, in accordance with the
Tmated Nations scale of assessment, adjusted to take into account
differences between the United Nations membership and the participation
of States signatories in the ComisnonJ
. The Commission shall have the following functions:
"a) make arrangements for the first meeting of the Consultative
Committee, including the preparation of a provisional agenda and
draft rules of procedure [;nd choosing the site for the first
meeting of the Consultative Comitteg 3
"b) make [gtudies, reports and]recommendations for the first
meeting of the Consultative Committee on subjects of concern
requiring immediate action, including
n(i) the financing of the activities for which the
Consultative Committee is responsible;
n(1i) [the programme of work and/the budget for the first year
of the activities of the Consultative Committee;
n{(iii) the establishment of the Technical Secretariat;
"(iv) the location of the permanent offices of the
Consul tative Committee.

" [8. In the exercise of its functions, the Commission may bave recourse, as
appropriate, to the services of appropriate international organizationa[;ithin
the UR aysten_.ﬂ
9. The Commission shall report on its activities to the first meeting of the
Consultative Committee.
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"Report of the Chajmman of Working Group £

"Working Group 4 held seven nectings between 13 June and 30 July. In the course
of its work, and in accordance with its mandate, it had before it the questions of
scope, definitions and non-production of chemical wcapons, with a view %o finding
generally acceptable fomulations for the articles in the Convention dealing with
those subjects. Work was based on CD/CW/WP.67 as well as on proposals presented
by delegations.

"I. Scope:

"There were still divergences of view on the way in which the matters which appear
undcr the title 'Purpose and Cormituents' in WP.G7 (page 4) should be finally drafted
for inclusion in the Comvention amd whether they should be contained in a single
article or in more than one article. This did not, however, prevent the Working Group
fron discussing possible formulations rclating to such matters. Several proposals
were made in this connection.

"The tentative heading for the firs: article ('Basic Undertakings') was found to
be subject to widely different interpretations.f/ I+ was generally felt that an
appropriate heading could best be chosen once the content of the article is agreed.

"The Working Group agreed that the prohibitions to develop, produce, otherwise
acquire, stockpile and retain chemical weapons, to transfer such weapons, and to
assist, encourage or inducc anyone to engage in activaities prohibited to parties,
should be included in the first article. Views diffored on the inclusion of other
obligations.

"The Working Group agrecd that *here should be a clear prchibition of use of
chemical weapons, but decided not *o discuss its forrmlation due to the fact that
this particular questicn was being dealt with in another framework of the
negotiations.

nRegarding the proposals for a prohibition of 'other activities in preparation
for use of chemical weapons', threc main trends emerged: some of +he proponents

of the inclusion of such a provision stated their willingness to discuss the

ﬂf/ A delegation proposed the inclusion, as a 'basic undertaking' of an
additional provision stating the obligation of parties to 'nrovide access to relevant
facilities and locations for the purrose of internmational verification of compliance’.
Other delegations did not belicve that such a provision should be included.
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possibility of its incorporation elsewhere in the Convention; other proponents
stated that they were prepared to present their position in further detailft/ other
delegations did not think that such a prohibition should be included in the
Convention as they considered that the existing proposals were unclear and could
be subject to differeht interpretations.

"Views differed on the need tc include a destruction obligation in the Tirst
article. Some considered tﬁis necessary, others questioned its need.

"Paking into accouht the discussions held, as well as of the proposals made,
the Chairman sulmits the following formulations for further elaboration.

"Bach State Perty undertakzs, in accordance with the relevant provisions of

this Convention, not to:

develop, producc, otherwise acauire, stockpile or retain chemical weapons,
ot transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical weapons to anyone;
assist, encourage or induce, in any wey, anyone to engage in activities

prohibited tc par+tics under this Convention;

use chemical weapons (in any ammed conflict);

(conduct other activities in preparation for use of chemical weapons)j
"and to:
~ destroy (or divert for permitted purposes) chemical weapons and chemical
weapons production facilities which are in its possession or under its
jurisdiction or control (alternative): wunder its control.
"II. Definitions:

"Working Group A devoted three meetings to the question of thé definition of
‘cheniical weapons production- facility'. At the close 'cf the discussion, the
Chairman presented an informal working paper, dated 29 June, which is attached to
this report.
nIII, Non-production of chemical weapons:

" Working Group A wes unable to hold discussions on this question. The Chairtan
undertook to hold informal consultations, the results of which are not yet available

at the tine of this report.

"%/ Documents CD/9T, cn/uz, cn/cw/car 29 and CD/426 werc memtioned by those
delegations as interded to clarify their views on this question.
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"Chaiman's Paper of 29 June 1984 on
" PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"Thig paper is intended to summ~rine the discussions within Working Group 4
on 11, 25 and 27 June 1984 cn the question of production facilities for chemical
weapons. It does not cngage any delegation and does not prejudice their positions.
It represents the Chairman's understanding of the results of the discussion and its
purpose is to provide a focus for further work on the matter. The paper draws both
on the discussion and on proposals presented by individual delegations.
nT, Definition.

"Alternaiive A: a simple definition based un the definition of chemical
Weapons, C.&.,

"Chenical wcapons production facility means any building or equipment (any
facility) designed and constructed, or used (exclusively) for the production
of chemical weapons as defined in this Convention.

"Alternative B: a definition based on the types of chemicals produced by the

facility, and contairing a cut-off dae, e.g.: (CD/500)

"Chemical weapons production facility neans any building or any equipment
which in any dsgrec was designed, constructed or used since 1 January 1946, for

"(a) the production for chemical weapons of any toxic chemical, except
for those listed in Schedule B, or the production of any key precursor; or
"(p) +he filling of chemical weapons.
"II. Consequences.
"1,  "Under the approach.envisaced in Alternative A, measures o be taken
regarding production facilities would be specified in the appropriate section of

the Convention. Facilities would be categorized and rmeasures would be specified
accordingly. Categorics would take into account factors such as the types of
chenicals, rmnitions, etc., produced at the facility, the potential threat of
cherical weapons produced, the purposz of the production, the practicability of
verification, <tec.

"production facilities would be subject to:

"(a) declara'ion, as provided for in the Convention;

"(p) total destruction;

n(c) partial destruction (or conversion);

n(d) verification, as provided for in the Convention.
"2, TUnder the approach envisaged in Alternative B, all production :facilities.
so defined would be completely destroyed.
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"3. Common features of both apprbaches:

'phger both approaches, facilities to be destroyed would include:

"(1) facilities designed and built, or used, solely for production of chemicals
defined in the Convention as chemieal weapons, and which have no use for
purposes not prohibited by the Convention;

"(ii) facilities designed and btuilt, or used, for filling chenical weapons;
"(iii) facilities designed and built, or used, exclusively for the production
of shell casings and simlar metal components for chemical weapons.

"III. Topics for further discussion and clarification: (in Working Group A or elsewhere)

"], Whether a2 definition such as Alternative A is needed, once facilities can be
categorized and specific measures agrced for each category.

m>, Types of specific measures; nature and scope of such measures.

n3_,  Which types of facilities would fall under <he scope of Alternative B.

4., Need for a cut-off date (2s in Alternative B); consequences of its adoption.
n5, Verification measures.

"6, Types and categories of facilities (illustrative list):

n(i) facilities designed and bwilt solely for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention but which have been used at least once for production of a
chemical for chemical weapons (common cormercial chemicals or chemicals
that have little use except for chenical weapons)

'Kii) facilities designed and built both for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention and for production of chemicals that have little use except
for chenical weapons;

"(iii) facilities designed and built, or initially used, for production of a
chemical that has little use except for chemical weapons, but later
converted to purposes not prohibited by the Convention; possibility and
speed of their reconversion to CW production;

" (iv) facilities designed and built, or used, solely for production of chemicals
that have little use exccpt for chemioal weapons;

n (v) facilities designed and built, or used, for filling chemical weaponsj

"(vi) facilities dcsigned and built, or used, for production of shells and
casings for ohemical weapons exclusively, or also for the production of
other weapons;

“(vii) facilities designed and built, or used, for the production of chemicals
which nay be used as precursors in binary or multi-component chemical weapons;

n(viii) facilities designed and built, or used, for the production of chemicals which

pay bring harm to the envirorment in case they are used as chemical weapons.
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" Report of the Chairman of Working Group B
"Working Group B held seven meetings from 20 June to 3 August 1984. In the course

of its work and in accordance with its mandate, 1t considered the issues of elimination

of stocks of chemical weapons and elimination of production facilities, with a view to
finding generally acceptable formulations for the articles in the Convention dealing
with these issues. Work was based on CD/CW/WP.67 as well as on proposals presented
by delegations and by the Chairman.

"Stockpile Declarations

"here remains a difference of views as regards declarations of locations of
chemical weapons.

" According to one view a State Party should declare the locations of all its
chemical weapons tc the Consultative Coumittee within 30 days after entry into force -
for it of the Convention. (International on-site verification should in the same
view be enabled at the site of declaration immediately following declarations. )

" According to another view a State Party would be under an obligaticn to submit
to the Consultative Committes detailed declarations including their locations on
each batch of chemical weapons that would be relccated for subsequent destruction.
(Declarations and international on-site verification of the declarations would thus
be implemented gradually over a period of up to approximately eight years.)

" pAccording to yet another view, a State Party would be under obligation to submit
to the Consultative Committee withan 30 days, a detailed declaration ol all its
stocks of chemical weapons as well as its destruction facilities and their storage
areas where the chemical weapons will be progressively grouped in order to be
destroyed. (An international on-site inspection should teke place within three
months after the declaration of stocks and the grouping sites.)

"Those however who held different views on declarations of locations of chemical
weapons agreed that, depending on the timeframe, States Parties may redeploy chemical
weapons before declaration of their locations, so as to avoid compromising their
security due to collocation of chemical weapons with other military objects to which
the Convention bears no relation.

" Another difference of viaws concerns the question of whether all precursors of
toxic chemicals in chemical weapons stocks should be declared or key precursors only.
"Further deliberations are necessary on whether there is a need to include in

stockpile declarations ' chemicals specifically designed for use directly in

connection with mmnitions or other delivery devices'.
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"Initial Plans

"The differences of views on timé“limits;within which a State Party should
submit to the Consultative Committee its initial plans now ranges between one month
and three months; related to this difference of views is the question‘whether a
State Party should include in its initial plans the locations of the destruction
plants to be used or (only) schedules for declarations, within two years after entry
into force for it of the Convention, of such locations of destruction plants to be
used.

"Verification Measures

"The differing positions with respect to declarations of locations of chemical
weapons have their consequences on positions as regards (on-site) verification of
stocks of chemical weapons. The differing positions are reflected hereunder, marked
with 1, 2, and 3 respectively. 1 + 2 + 3 indicates where the positions are identical.

nyerification of initial declarations
of stocks, their storase, destruction

and diversion for permitted purposes
initial declaration

nl [to submit the initial declaration of stocks of chemical weapons to
verification by means of systematic international on-site inspection on

an immediate basis
n3 to submit the initial declaration of stocks of chemical weapons to
verification by means of systematic international on-site inspection
within three months
storage
"l to monitor the stocks at their location upon entry into force of the
Convention with monitoring instruments installed by international
inspectors following verification of the initial declaration and systematic
international on-site inspection on a periodic basis and to monitor, within
three months after entry into force of the Convention, the stocks at their
n3 relocation sites with monitoring instruments installed by intermational
inspectors foiiowiné verification of the init{;i declaration and systematic
international on-site inspection on a periodic basis and]
to submit stocks to verification between the declarations and the
commencement of destruction [or diversion for permitted purposes ] by
" 4+ 2 + 3 contimous monitoring~ with on-site instruments and by eystematic
- international on-site inspection on a periodic basis as from the moment of
their arrival at the storage site adjacent to the specialized facilities
for the destruction.

"#/ This concept needs further study and elaboration in the framework of the
Conference on Disarmament.
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"Jestruction or diversion

"to submit the destruction [or the diversion for permitted purposes] of
chemical weapons to systematic international verification by on-site

"]l + 2 + 3 monitoring with instruments throughoul the process and by systematic

. international on-site inspection throughout the time the facility is in
. operation

. [for the most dangerous chemical weapons, including supertoxic lethal

. chemical weapons; and for all other chemical weapons by combination of
- permanent on-site monitoring éﬁdf%istemdtic international on-site

"2 + 3 inspection on & periodic basis or on a quota basis]

"Production facilities

"Attention was also devoted to the ¢limination of productlon faCIIltleS,
notwithstanding the absence, for the time belng, of agreement on a deflnltion of
production facilities,

"For practical purposes-the discussion -focused- on facilities dedicated to
production for hostile purposes only.

"Although the discussion helped clarify the methods to be used 'in eliminating
chemcal weapons productlon facilities, as reflected in the Chairman's proposal in
this respect, it was not possible, within the time available, to narrow down the
divergences with:respect to: declarations, plans and notifications, and
verification'meaéures. The positions in this regard remain as reflected
in CD/CW/WP.67.

[ QS *

"On the basis of thé discussiohs in the Working Group, the Chaifman drafted
proposals for articles of the Convention that are reflected hereunder., These
proposals represent thé Chairman's understanding of the results of the discussions
and their purpose is to provide a focus for further work on these issues; they in
no way commit delegations nor do they prejudice their positions.

"Proposals by the Chairman of the Working Group
Svockpile Declarations
"Bach State Party undertakes to submit not later than 30 days after entry
into force for it of the Convention declarations to the Consultative Committee,
stating:

- whether it possesses or does not possess any chemical weapons-/

- whether it has on its territory any chemi cal weapons under the jurisdiction

or control of anyone else;

. "#/ (regardless of quamtity or location)
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"  the composition of stocks of chemical weapons, i.e.:

- toxic chemicals and their [key] precursors cowprised in such
stocks by their chemical names, structural chemical formlae,
toxicities where applicablg and weights in metric tons in bulk
and filled munitions;

- munitions by types, calibres, quantities and chemical fill;

- other delivery devices by types, quantities, size and chemical fill;

- equipmant [or chemical) specifically designed for use directly in

comnnection with munitions or other delivery devices;
"[- the precise location of chemical weapons under its control and the detailed
inventory of the chemical weapons at each location]

"[Bach State Party undertakes to submit to -the Consultative Committee
declarations stating the location of storage depots adjacent to destruction
facilities when the first batch of chemical weapons to be destroyed has
arrived there.

"Bach State Farty undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
declarationé stati%g the location of storage depots adjacent to destruction
facilities within three months after entry into force of the Convention.

"Bach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
declarationc on the detailed composition of each batch of chemical weapons to
be destroyed upon arrival at the storage depot adjacent to the destruction
facility.

"Bach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
declarations on the detailed composition of each batch of chemical weapons to
be diverted for permitted purposes before it is transported to the facility
which will assure its diversion. ]

"Initial plans

"Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee, not
later than [30 days] [three months]:/ after entry into force for it of the
Convention, initial plans for the destruction [or diversion for permitted
purposes] of chemical weapons containing:
~ types of operation;

-~ schedules with respect to quantities and types of chemical weapons to be
destroyed [or diverted for permitted purposes] and end products
- [schedules for declarat:on within two years after entry into force for it of

the] location of destruction plants to be used

"%/ The [three months] timeframe is a working variant subject to~further
consideration taking into account the results of elaboration of specific contents of
the initial plans.,
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) "Detailed Plans
"Bach State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
six months before the destruction or diversion operations are to begin
detailed plans containing the information needed by the Consultative Committee
for adequately preparing itself for its task.
"Progress Reports
"Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
annusl reports of progress on implementation of plans for the destruction or
diversion for permitted purposes of chemical weapons and a notification of the
completion of destruction or diversion of chemical weapons within thirty days
thereafter. ‘
. "Verification Measures
nIn view of the fact that the consideration of the verification of stockpile
declaration was not exhausted, no proposals for draft articles are at this stage
included.
"Elimination of production facilities
nEBach State Party undertakes to destroy production facilitiesu:/
nIn relation to production facilities destruction can mean any of the
following methods: .
"], dismantling and physical destruction of all components and structures
(= razing to the ground); '
n2, dismantling and physical destruction of certain components, while
reusing other components for permitted purposes; )
n3, dismantling and physical destruction (razing) of certain structures;
. "4, a combination of 2 and 3. ‘ ’
"The specific method or combination of methods to be used in respect of
each production facility shall be determined according to the nature of the
facility concerned and in accordance with the principles laid down in ....
"Each State Party shall indicate in its plan(s) for destruction of
production facilities the specific methods of destruction envisaged.,

"*/ to be defined elsewhere
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"Report of the Chairman of Working Group.C
"Working Group C held seven meetiings between 22 June and 10 August 1984. It
did not consider malters that had already been dealt with in the first part of the .

session.

"Tn the course of its work and in accordance with its mandate, it considered
mainly institutional issues concerning a Chemical Weapons Convention, including
the Consultztive Committee and the Preparatory Commission, with a view to finding
generally acceptable formulatiounz for relevant articles in the Convention and
other dncuments connected with the Convention.

"rork +4as based on CD/CVW,WP.67 as well as on proposals presented by
delegations and by the Chairman.

nT, Consultative Commttee

"Appendix I to this report contains preliminary formulations of individual
provisions on the Consultative Committee as well as indications of where
differences lie, as a departure for further work.

"Whereas the Working Group agreed on the general concept of the Consultative
Committee and a number of cetailed ideas, major differences prevailed especially
with regard to the following questions:

- decision-maki=ng process in thLe Consultative Committee and the Executive
Council;

-~ composition of the Executive Council;

~ functions of the Consultative Committee and its subsidiary organs.

"These quessions should receive attenvion in future work with a view to
elaborating generally acceptable formulae. It was proposed to consider whether
there is a need to setting-up a Fact-Finding Panel.i/ It was also proposed to
consider procedures for the co-operation between the Committee and national
authorities of States Parties assigned to implement the Comren‘l:ionw and to
eladorate illuswrative guidelines for the national authorities.

"TI. Preparatory Commission

"Appendix II contains preliminary formulations of individual provisions
concerning the Preparatory Commission as well as indications as to where
differences lie, as a departure for further work. This matter might be taken up
at a later stage of negotiations on a Chemical Weapons Convention, especially
after agreement has been reached on the provisions on the Consultative Committee.

"#/ See documert CD/500.
#*/ See document CL/532.
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"ITI. National technical means of verification
nWorking Group C was unable to hold discussions on this matter. Positions
of delegations remain the same and are reflected in CD/CW/WP.67, p.20.
"IV. United Nations
"Positions as reflected in ¢D/CW/WP.67, p.23, remained the same.
"y, QOther questions

"Issues l;ertaining to:
- the Depositary of the Convention
- the procedure for amendments
ghould be taken up in the further work ot the Ad Hoc Committee's level.

3* %



CD/540
page 97

"APPENDIX I
"Chairman's Paper
"Consultative Committee
"l. For the purpose of facilitating the implementation of the Comvention by

assisting States Parties in consultations and co=operation, as well as by
prromoting verification of compliance with the Convention, a Consultative

Committee shall be established. It shall consist of the representatives designated
by the States Parties to the Convention.f/

"2. The first session of the Committee shall be convened by the Depositary at
[venue] not later than 30 days after the entry into force of the Convention.

"3, The Committee shall

"(a) consider any matter raised, related to the objectives or the
implementation of the Convention;

"(b) review scientific and technical developments [which could affect the
operation of the Convention and consider other technical matters) related to the
implementation of the Convention;

"(c) consider measures to be taken by States Parties at the emergence of any
situation which poses a threat to the Convention or impedes the achievement of its
objectives;

"[(d) consider practical measures to be taken by States Parties in assistance
of any endangered State Party;]if/

"j'/ Concerning the participation in the Committee of States signatories to
the Convention, it was suggested that an appropriate provision be included in
the Convention. According to another view, this matter should be decided by the
Committee itself,

"ﬁ/ The proposals are not thought to affect the rights the Security Council
has under the United Nations Charter. According to another view, however, it
would be appropriate to consider these proposals in close connection with a
possible role of the United Nations Security Council in the compliance procedure,
especially concerning assistance for a State Party which has been harmed or is
likely to be harmed as a result of violation of the Convention.
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"(e) obtain, keep and disseminate information presented by States
*
Parties including ..-
and revise the procedures for the exchange of such information, as necessary;

"I£) co-ordinate all forms of verification and co-operate with the

“(g) ovérsee and conduct international systematic on-site inspectious,
including:

n(i) elaborave standard verification techniques;

"(ii) adopt, at its first session, criteria it will subsequently use
to determine the modalities and time fwames for intermational
gystematic on-site inspections at ....;*

1ii) éetermine the modalities and time frames for intermational

systematic on-site inspections at .,,,f/ proceeding from the
agreed criteria;

"(iv) carry out international systematic on-site inspections with
regard to -a.;r/

n(h) receive and consider requests for fact-finding procedures,
including requests for on—sile inspections, and carry out the inspectioné,
if they are agreed upon;***

n{:) facili‘ate consultations and co-operation among States Parties at
tﬁeir request. Dy means of rendering services to them with regaid to:

n(1) tholding consvltaticns among them;

n(ii) ezchanging information;

n(ili) obteining services from appropriate internatiomal organizations;

"(iv) participating in oa-site jnspections arranged among the States
Parties; )

"(j) overses the activities of its subsidiary organs:

n{k) consider and apyrove the reports of the Executive Council;
+/ n(1) consider and approve the budget.

' - *
national authorities of States Parties assigned to implement the Convention;——/

]

ﬁf/ Should be further specified in accordance with the relevant provisioné of

the Convention.

%
Consultetive Committee and natioral authorities in the conduct of verification
activities.

ﬁfff/ Should be rega~ded in close comnection with the fact-finding procedures
outlined in she Convention; includes verification of reports on use of chemical
weapons.

It was suggested to elaborate procedures for the co-operation between the

ny/ The material wns put together oy the Chairman of the Working Group on the

basis of proposals made by delegations.
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"4. The Committee shall meet in regular sessions anmially during the first

ten years after the entry into force of the Convention. After that period, it
may meet anmually, unless States Parties decide otherwise.y The Committee shall .
review the operation of the Convention at its regular sessions every

five yea.rs.** .

"An extraordinary session of tI;e Committee may be convened at the request of
any State Party or the Executive Council within 30 days after the receipt of such
request.***

"5. The Committee shall take its decisions by consensusw [{whenever possible]
[on matters of substance]. If a comsensus cannot be reached [within 24 hours,

a decision may be taken by a majority of those present and voting. The report on
a fact-finding inquiry should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be
taken as to whether a Party is complying with the prbvisions of the Convention].
[during the session, each State Party may record its opinion in the final report
of the session for subsequent study by the Govermments of the other States Parties
to the Convention. Decisions on procedural matters related to the organization
of work shall be taken by consensus, whenever possible, and otherwise by a
majority of those present and voting.]

"6. The Committee shall elect its Chairman at the beginning of each regular

session.

"%/ 1t vas suggested that the decision could be taken at the end of each
session or the Chairman of the Committee could elicit the views of States
Parties.

"ﬂ It was sted that in such a case the regular session may be divided
into two parts: a§ normal regular session; (b) review session. According to
another view, the possibility of holding regular review conferences should be
considered in close connection with the procedure for amendments.

"#kx/ Tt was suggested that the request forwarded by a State Party should be
substantiated. According to another view, it should be supported by a certain
number of States Parties (e.g. 5). '

"xexx/ It was suggested that decisions on all questions should be taken either
by consensus or by a majority vote., It was furthermore suggested that there
should be a clear understanding as to the difference between procedural and
substantive matters, -
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"7. fThe Committee shall, after each regular session, present to the States
Parties a rcport on its ac‘tiv.j.tiea.-)f ' ‘

"8, The expenses for the activities of the Committee shall be borne by the
States Parties to the Convention.**

"9. Legal Status——

"10. For the purpose of assisting the Committee in carrying out its functious, -a.n
Executive Council and a Technical Secretariat shall be established.

"11. The Consultative Committee may set-up other [technical] subsidiary organs
as may: be necessary for its work.

"12. The Executive Council shall have delegated authority to discharge the
functions of the Consultative Committee set out in subparagraphs 3 [eoanscancel
as well as any other functions which the Committee may delegate to it. The )
Couneil shall report to the Committee at its regular sessions on its exercise of
thege functions. [In the intervals between the sessions, questions with regani'
to promoting the implementation of and compliance with the Convention shall be
dealt with by the Executive Council acting on behalf of the Consultative
Committee.] )

n13. The Council shall be composed of representatives of [15] States Parties and
a non-voting Chairman.

TTen members of the Council shall be elected by the Consultative Committee
upon consultation with the States Parties, taking into account the principle of
equitable political and geographic representation, for a term of two years with an
anmual replacement of five members. The remaining five seats shall be reserved for
the permanent members of the Security Council participating in the Convention.]

"Based on the principle of the sovereign equality of States', members shall
be elected by the Consultative Committee from among all States Parties, Elections
could be made on the basis of a regional allocation of seats or on any other
adequate basis that will be agreed upon, excludingthe possibility of institutional
permanent membership of any State Party.]

"t/ It is understood that the report might consist of the proceedings of the
regular session and the final document of the sessiou. In case there is no anrmual
regular session of the Consultative Committee, the Executive Council may present a
technical report to States Parties.

"ﬁ/ It is understood that the Preparatory Commission vould make a
recommendation concerning the financing of the activities of the Committee.

nxxx/ Tt was suggested that the Techmical Secretariat should be able to enter
into the legal contracts necessary to fulfil its functions. This matter should be
addressed in a comprehensive way after agreement is reached on the conduct of
activities by the Coumsultative Committee and its subsidiary organs.
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"14. The Council shall take its decisions by consensusf/ [whenever possible]

[on matters of substance]. If a consensus cannot be reached within [24 hours]

[a decisién may be taken by a majority of those present and voting., The report

on a fact-finding inquiry should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be
taken as to whether a Party is complying with the provisions of the Convention.]
[with regard to a request for on-site inspection, the State subject to the request
shall be informed of the individual opinions expressed by all the Members of the
Executive Council on the matter. The Council shall take its decisions on
procedural matters related to the organization of 1ts work by consensus whemever
possible, and otherwise by z majoity of those »resent and voting.]

"[A fact-finding team shall be automatically sent out by the Executive
Council in response to the request made by a State Party for inspection to be
carried ou@ in territories under its control.]
m5. [The Council shall be able to be convened on short notice and to function
continuously. Each member of the Council shall for this purpose be represented at
all times af:the séaf of the Consultative Committee.]

"16. The Chairman of the previous regular session of the Consultatlve Committee
shall serve as Chairman of the Council.

"[17. The Executive Council may set-up such subsidiary oréans as may be necessary
for its work,]

"{18. A Fact-Finding Panel subordinate to the Executive Council shall be
established, The Panel shall be responsible for conducting fact-finding inquiries,
including the oversight of challenge on-site inspection.jr:/

™/ It was suggested that decisions on all questions should be taken either
by consensus or & majority vote.

__/ Different suggestions have been made with regard to such an organ:

n(a) It would not be necessary to provide for such a %ody, since the
three bodies already envisaged would suffice;

n(b) Panel with political and technical functions as subsidiary organ to the
Executive Council, composed of

n(i) five members; or

n(ii) technical experts belonging to the delegations to the Executive
Cauncil.

n(c) Staff of technical experts which would provide technical advice and
carry out inspections. The following forms are envisaged:

4

n(i) permanent unit in the sccretariat;

"(ii) roster of quickly availadle experts.
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"19. The Technical Secretariat shall .

"(a) provide administrative support to the Consultative Committee and the
Executive Council;

"(b) render technical assistance to States Parties, the Consultative
Committee and the Executive Council;

"(c) carry out international on-site inspections as provided for in the
Convention;

"(d) assist the Consultative Committee and the Executive Council in tasks
related to information and fact-finding as well as in other tasks provided to it
by those organs f/
n20. [The staff of the secretariat shall be appointed on the basis of the
principle of just political and geographical representation of States Parties to
the Convention. It shall be compcsed of inspectors and experts who shall be
nationals of the States Parties.]

"[The paramount consideration in the employment of the staff of the
secretariat and in the determination of the conditions of service shall be the
necessity of securing the highest standards of efficiency, competence, and
integrity. Due regard shall be paid to the' importance of recruiting staff on as
wide a geographical basis as possible among States Parties to the Convention.]**
n[2]1 .Co—-operation between the Consultative Commttee and the national verification
bodies of the States Parties by, inter alia: .

- holding regular meetings between the Consultative Committee and the

national bodies;

- training of the persomnel of the national bodies in standard

verification techniques by the Consultative Committee;

- elaborating by the Consultative Commttee of procedures for the sealing

of the chemical weapons production facilities;

- assistance to be provided by national bodies to the international

inspectors.]

"_*;/ The functions of the Technical Secretasiut might be specified further.

"s*/ It was suggested that other questions connected with the establishment of
the secretariat should be considered by the Preparatory Commission, which should
make appropriate recommendations to the Consultative Committee.
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"APPENDIX It

" Chairman's Paper

*
"Preparatory Commissio

"l. For the purpose of [carrying out the necessary administrative and technicel

preparations for the effective operation of the provisions of the Convention and

for] preparing for the first mecting of the Consultative Committee, the

Depositaxry of the Convention shall convene a Preparatory Commission as soon as

possible and in any case not later than 60 days after the Convention has been

signed by ... States.if/ ’ .

"2. The Cemmission shell roici.t oFf the repres._intat._ves dcosignated by the Ctates

which have signed the Conventicn. Any Ctate which has not signed the Convention

[may apply to the Commission for observer status which will be accorded on the

decision of the Commission.][may designate an observer to the Commission.]
[Participation of intergovernmental orgenizations]

"3, The Commission shall be convened at [Geneva][Geneva, New York or Viemna]

and shall remain in existence mntil the Convencion comes into force and

thercafter until the Consultative Committee has convened.

"4. All decisions of the Commission shall be mode by consensus.

"5. The Commission shall odont 1ts own rules of procedures and appoint an

executive secretury and staff, as shall be necessary.

"6. The expenses of the Comnission shall be met [from the regular budget of the

United Natious, subject to the ipprovel of the General Assembly of the

United Nations.][by a lvan provided by the United Naticns which shall be repaid

by the Consultative Committee.]j[by the States signatories to the Convention,

participating in the Commssion, in accordance with the United Nations scale of

assessment, adjusted to takc into account differences between the United Nations

nembership ané the participation of “tates rignatories in the Commission.)

ff/ There have been 2 number of suggestions on the format of the document on
the Preparatory Commission which should be further explored. It was proposed that
provisions on the Commission could be contained in

- a resolution of the United Nations General Assembly commending the
Convention;

- z2n Ammex to the Tonvention wnich would center into force before the
Convention

— any other soparale document (c.ge. a3 part of the report of the
CD to the United Nations General Assembly containing the draft
Convention)

fff/ The figure should he 1dentical with the number of States provided for in
the Article of the Convention dealing with ratification and entry into force.
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"7. The Commission shall have the following functions:

"(a) meke arrangements for the first meeting of the Consultative Committee,
including the preparation of a provisional agenda and draft rules of procedure
[and choosing the site for the first meeting of the Consultative Committee];

"(b) make [studies, reports and] recommendations for the first meeting of
the Consultative Committee on subjects of concern requiring immediate actiom,
including '

"(i) the financing of the activities for which the Consultative

Committee is responsible;

"(ii) [the programme of voxk and] the budget for the first'yea.r of the
activities of the Consultative Committee;

"(1ii) the establishment of the Technical Secretariat;

n(iv) the location of the permanent offices of the Consultative
Committee. )

"[8. 1In the exercise of its functionms, the Commission may have recourse, as
appropriate, to the services of appropriate international organizations [within
the United Nations system].]

"9, The Commission shall report on its activities to the first meeting of the

Consultative Committee.
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"Report of the Choirman of Working CGroup C to
the Ad Hoc Committees on Zhemical Weapons
dated 16 april 1984

"The Working Group held five meetings from 25 March to 16 april 1984.

The Chairman also conducted a number of consultaticns with delegations. Proceeding
from the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Veapons (CD/440) end on the
basis of existing material and new proposals made by delegations, the Working Group
dealt with Elements ~oncerming fompliance tc be included xin a convention on the
prohibition of chemiczl weapons and on their destruction. In particular the
Working Group considered:
nI, National Implementation Measures
"[I. Consultation aﬁd Co-operation
"TII. Pact-finding
"V, On-site Inspection by Challenge
"The Annex to this repori contains preliminary formulations of individual
provisions for the above-mentioned Elements =2s well as indications of where

differences lie, as a departure for further work.
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"IV. On-site inspection by challenﬁey

"l. [Each State Party to the Convention] [An understanding that each State Party
to the Convention] may at any time submit a [motivated/substantiated] request

to the Consultative Committee or its appropriate subsidiary body to carry out an
on-gite inspection to clarify and resolve any situation which may give cause to
doubt about compliance with the Convention, or which gives rise to0 concerns

about a related situation which may be considered ambiguous.

"2, TUpon receipt of a request from a State Party for an on-site inspection,

the Consultative Committee or its appropriate subsidiary organ shall as soon as
poesible and in any case within ... day(e) conduct a prima facie assessment of the
request. If the Consultative Committee or its app:ﬁpria.te subsidiary organ
concludes that the request contains objective and concrete elements supporting

a susprcion of non-compliance with the Convention, it shall forward [ the request]
[its decision] to the State Party in question.

"3, Such a [request] [mandatory decision] for an on-site inspection by the
Consultative Committee or its appropriate gubsidiary organ shall be treated
favourably and in good faith by the State Party which receives ait.

"4. A report on the on-site inspection shall be transmitted to the Consultative
Committee within ...

"5, A refusal by a State Party to agree to an on-sgite inspection shall be
[well-founded and] accompanied by the submission of a prompt, factual and
exhaustive explanation of its reasons [and shall be made only for the most
exceptional reasons].

"The Consultative Committee or its subsidiary organ shall assess the explanation
subm tted and may [send another request] [cancel or confirm the decision], taking
1nto account all relevant elements, including possible new elements received by the
Consultative Committee after the original request.

n[A refusal to accept a challenge on-site inspection would, as a first
step, automatically require the challenged party to propose vithin ... days of
such a refusal, some alternative on-site inspection measures which could
establish beyond reasonable doubt whether or not a case of non-compliance had

occurred. ]

"/ The dec.lsion-maki%pmcedure of the Consultative Committee will be dealt
with In the Element on the Consultative Committee.
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"6. [If a second request 1s refused, the State Party which originated the request
may have recourse to appropriate procedures under the Charter of the
United Nations.] [This provision i1g without prajudice of any other relevant
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.y ]

“[If the decision is not complied with, the Secretary-General of the
United Nations will be requested to have recourse to appropriate procedures
under the Charter of the United Nations, on behalf of all Parties to th-
Convention. ]

"[Nothing in the Convention shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the rights and obligations assumed by any State under the Charter
of the United Nations.]

"#/ - Some delegations deemed that mention of the procedures under the
United Nations Charter is not necessary.

~ Other delegations proposed to include into the Convention special
provisions concerning a complaints procedure with the United Nations

Security Council.
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"ANNEX III

"Thig Annex contains proposals introduced by delegations as formulated
and presented in Conference documents, At appropriate places in Annex I

reference is made to this Annex,



CD/540

page 109
D/ A V. 35
SORKITTZE ON DISARMAMENT 21 July 1982
ENGLIST
. Original: RUSSIAN

"Bagic provisions of a convention on the prohibition of tne

development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons

and on their destruction

"Proposal of the USSR

"Chemical weapons are a barbaric means of destruction. Such weapons have
already taken tens of thousands of lives and have maimed millions of people. At
present, the threat of massive use of much more horrible types of chemical weapons
is looming over mankind.

"The world's peoples are dmndix:xg that this should be prevented and that the
very possibility of the use of chemical weapons should be ruled out by prohibiting
their production and destroying accumulated stockpiles.

"Mhe Soviet Union is strongly in favour of this. True to the humane purposes
of the Geneva Protocol of 1925, the USSR has never used chemical weapons anywhere

and has never transferred them to anyone.

"Motivated by the desire to achieve a comprehensive and effective prohibition
of chemical weapons, the Soviet Union is submitting to the States Members of the
United Nations for their consideration the following basic provisions of a
convention on the subject.

N

"I. SCOPE OF THE PROHIBITION

" General provisions

"Each State Party to the Convention undertakes never, under any circumstances,
to develop, produce, otherwise acguire, stockpile, retain or transfer chemical
weapons and undertakes to destroy or divert to permitted purposes the accumulated
stocks of such weapons and to destroy or dismantle facilities which provide
capacities for the production of chemical weapons.

"Definition of chemical weapons
" Por the purposes of the Convention "chemical weapons®" means:

" (a) Super=-toxic lethal chemicals, other lethal and harmful chemicals, and
their precursors, except those intended for non-hostile purposes or for military
purposes not connected with the use of chemical weapons, in types and quantities
consistent with such purposes;

" (b) Munitions or devices specifically designed to cause death or other harm
through the toxic properties of the chemicals released as a result of the

/oo-
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employment of such munitions or devices, including those with binary or
multicomponent chargess;

"(c) Bquipment specifically designed for use directly in connexion with the
employment of such munitions or devices.

"Other definitions

"pPor the purposes of the Conventions:

"], The definitions of the terms “super—-toxic lethal chemical®, "other lethal
chemical®” and "harmful chemical® shall be based on specific criteria of toxicity
(lethality and/or harmfulness) for each of these categories of chemicals (shall be
specified in the Convention on the basis of the levels agreed upon in the Committee

on Disarmanment).

"2. “Permi cted purposes” means non-hostile purposes and military purposes not
connected with tne use of chemical weapens.

"3,  “"Non-hostile purposes” means industrial, agricultural, research, medical
‘or other peaceful purposes, law—enforcement purposes or purposes directly connected
with protection against chemical weapons.

"4, Such terms as "a chemical®”, "an incapacitant”, "an irritant®, “a
precursor®, "capacity” and "a facility” are also subject to definition in the

Convention.

" prohibition of transfer

"Each State Party to the Convention undertakes:
"(a) Not to transfer to anyone, directly or indirectly, any chemical weapons;

"(h) Not to transfer any super—toxic lethal chemicals, incapacitants or
irritants, or their precursors to anyone, directly or indirectly, even for
permitted purposes, except to another State Partys

"(c) Not to assist anyone, or to encourage or induce anyone, directly or
indirectly, to engage in activities prohibited by the Convention.

" Non-stationing

"Each State Party to the Convention undertakes not to station chemical weapons,

including binary and multicomponent weapons, in the territories of other States and
also undertakes to recall all its chemical weapons from the territories of foreign
States if they were stationed there earlier (dates for the fulfilment of this

obligation shall be specified in the Convention).
/o .e
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" Destruction or diversion of stocks of chemical weapons

"1. Each State Party to the Convention undertakes to destroy its accumulated
gtocks of chenical weapons or divert them to non-hostile purposes in quantities
consistent with such purposes.

"2. The destruction or diversion of stocks of chemical weapons shall be begun
by each State Party not later than 2 years, and ccampleted not later than 10 years,
after the State has become a Party to the Convention.

"The first operations for destruction may, as a display of goodwill be carried
out by each State Party possessing chemical weapons as early as the initial stage
of the functioning of the Conventiom.

" Eliminatiun_or temporary conversion of facilities which
provide capacities for the production of chemical
Weapons

"1. Bach State Party undertakes to eliminate or dismantle facilities which
provide capacities for the production of chemical weapons.

"2. Operations for eliminating or dismantling facilities which provide
capacities for the production of chemical weapons shall be begun not later than
8 years, and completed not later than 10 years, after a State becomes a Party to
the Convention.

"3. Any State Party to the Convention shall have the right, for the purposes
of destroying stocks of chemical weapons, to convert temporarily facilities
previocusly used for the production of such weapons and also to carry out the
destruction of stocks of chemical weapons at a specialized facility or facilities
built for such purposes.

"permitted activities

"31. Each State Party to the Convention shall have the right to retain,
produce, acguire or use for permitted purposes any toxic chemicals and their
precursors, in types and quantities consistent with such purposes.

"2. The aggregate quantity of super-toxic¢ lethal chemicals for permitted
purposes which are produced, diverted fram stocks or otherwise acquired annually or
are available shall at any time be minimal and shall not, in any case, exceed
one metric ton for any State Party to the Convention.

"3, Each State Party which produces super-toxic lethal chemicals for

permitted purposes shall concentrate such production at a single specialized
facility, of appropriate capacity which shall be subject to special agreement.
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"pProtection of the population and the environment

"In fulfilling its obligations connected with the destruction or diversion of
stocks of chemical weapons and the elimination of means of their production, each
State Party shall take all necessary precautions for the protection of the
population and the enviromment.

" promotion of development goals

"rhe Convention shall facilitate the creation of favourable conditions for the
economic and technical development of the Parties and for international
co-operation in the field of peaceful chemical activities. The possibility of
interference with areas of activity unrelated to the purposes of the Convention
shall be precluded. )

"11. DECLARATIONS ARD COMBIDENCE-BUILDING MEASURES

"]1. Each State Party to the Convention undertakes not later than 30 days
after the Convention's entry into force or the State Party's accession to it, to
declare:

- Whether or not it possesses chemical weapons and capacities for their
productions

- The magnitude of its accumulated stocks of chemical weapons and capacities
for their production;

- The volume of transfers to anyone of chemical weapons, of technological
equipment for their production, and of relevant technical documentation
which took place after 1 January 19463

- Whether or not there exist in its territory stocks of chemical weapons, and
in what quantities, or facilities for the production of chemical weapons,
and with what capacities, which are under the control of, or have been left
by, any other State, group of States, organization or private person.

"2. Each State Party shall, not later than 30 days after the Convention's
entry into force or the State Party's accession to it, declare that it has ceased
all activities relating to the production of chemical weapons or the transfer to

anyone of such weapons, of technological equipment for their production and of
relevant technical documentation.

"3, Each State Party undertakes to declare, not later than 6 months after the
Convention's entry into force or the State Party's accession to it, its plan for
the destruction or diversion to permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons,
and to declare, not later than one year before the commencement of the destruction
or dismantling of facilities which provide capacities for producing chemical
weapons, 1ts plans for their destruction and dismantling, stating the location of
the facilities.

[eoe
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"4, Each State Party which carries out the destruction of stocks of chemical
weapons at a facility (facilities) temporarily converted for such purposes or at a
specialized facility shall declare the location of the said facility (facilities)
within the time period provided for in the plan for the destruction of the said
stocks.

"S. Each State Party which carries out the production of super-toxic lethal
chemicals for permitted purposes at a specialized facility shall declare its
location before the date of the commencement of the facility's operation.

"6, Each State Party shall undertake:

"(a) To submit periodic notifications concerning the implementation of the
plan for the destruction or diversion to permitted purposes of the available stocks
of chemical weapons and of the plan for the destruction or dismantling of
facilities which provide capacities for the prodution of chemical weapons. Where
such operations are carried out earlier than provided for in the plan, the State
Party shall submit appropriate notification;

"(b) To submit appropriate notifications three months before the initiation of
the implementation of each stage of the plan for the destruction or diversion to
permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons and of each stage of the plan for
the destruction or dismantling of facilities which provide capacities for the
production of chemical weapons; the location of the facility to be destroyed or
dismantled shall be stated in the appropriate notification;

"(c) To submit, not later than 30 days after the destruction or diversion of
stocks of chemical weapons and after the destruction or dismantling of facilities
which provide capacities for the production of chemical weapons, appropriate
gtatements to that effect.

"7. Each State Party shall undertake to submit annual declarations concerning
the following substances produced, diverted from stocks acquired or used:

= Super-toxic lethal, other lethal and harmful chemicals for purposes
directly connected with protection against chemical weapons;

= Super=toxic lethal chemicals for industrial, agricultural, research,
medical or other peaceful purposes and for military purposes not connected
with the use of chemical weapons;

= Other lethal and harmful chemicals for industrial, agricultural, research,
medical or other peaceful purposes and irritants for purposes of law
enforcement.

"8. States Parties shall proceed from the assumption that chemicals and
precursors produced, acquired, retained and used for permitted purposes, when they
represent a special danger from the viewpoint of their possible diversion to
purposes connected with the use of chemical weapons, must be included in
appropriate lists. Each State Party shall undertake to present annually
information on the chemicals and precursors of chemicals included in those lists.
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"g. Each State Party shall undertake to submit notifications concerning each
of its transfers to any other State Party, where not prohibited by the Convention,
of super=-toxic lethal chemicals, incapacitants and irritants and of other chemicals
which could be used as components for chemical weapons with binary or
multicomponent charges.

"10. The above-mentioned declarations, plans, notifications and statements
-ghall be submitted to the Consultative Committee of States Parties to the
Convention. Their contents and the procedure for drawing up the required lists are
to be defined in the Convention.

"r1I. ENSURING COMPLIANCE WITH THE CONVENTION

General provisions on verification

"1. States Parties to the Convention shall base their activ-ties relating to
the verification of compliance with the provisions of the Convention on a
combination of national and international measures.

"2, Each State Party to the Convention undertakes to take any internal
measures it considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional processes to
prohibit and prevent any activity under its jurisdiction or control that is in
violation of the proviaions of the Conventionm.

"3, o monitor the fulfilment of obligations provided for in the Convention,
any State Party may establish a Committee of National Verification (a national
verification organization) which is vested with the necessary juridical rights and
whose composition, functions and methods of work shall be determined by the State
Party to the Convention in accordance with its constitutional norms.

"4. Por the purpose of providing assurance of compliance with the provisions
of the Convention by other States Parties, any State Party shall have the right to
use natiocnal technical means of verification at its disposal in a manner congistent
with generally recognized principles of international lav.

"any State Party which possesses national technical means of verification may,
where necessary, place at the disposal of other Parties information which it has
ocbtained through those means and which is important for the purposes of the

Convention.

"g. Each State Party shall undertake not to impede, through the use of
deliberate concealment measures of in any other manner, the national technical
means of verification of other States Parties.

"g. International measures of verification shall be carried out through
international procedures within the framework of the United Nations, in accordance
with its Charter, and through consultations and co-operation between States
Parties, as well as through the services of the Consultative Cammittee of Statas
Parties to the Convention.

/-oo



CD/540
page 115

CD/294
CD/CW/WP .35
page 7

" consultation and co-operation

"1. The States Parties undertake to consult one another and co-operate in
solving any problems which may arise in relation to the objectives of the
Convention or in connexion with the application of its provisions.

"2. The States Parties shall exchange, bilaterally or through the
Consultative Committee, information which they consider necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of the obligations assumed under the Convention.

"3, Consultation and co-operation may also be undertaken through appropriate
international procedures within the framework of the United Nations, in accordance
with its Charter. Such procedures may include the use of the services of
appropriate international organizations in addition to those of the Consultative
Committee.

"4. In the interests of enhancing the effectiveness of the Convention, the
States Parties shall agree in due form to prevent any actions aimed at deliberately
falsifying the actual state of affairs with regard to compliance with the
Convention by other States Parties.

" Consultative Committee of States Parties to the Convention
"1. For the purpose of carrying out broader international consultation and
co-operation, exchanging information and promoting verification in the interests of
compliance with the provisions of the Convention, the States Parties shall
establish a Consultative Committee within 30 days after the Convention's entry into
force. Any State Party shall have the right to appoint its representative to the
Committee.

"2. The Consultative Committee shall be convened as necesgsary and also at the
request of any State Party to the Convention within 30 days after the request is

received.

"3. oOther questions relating to the organization and procedures of the
Consultative Committee, its possible subsidiary bodies, their functions, rights,
duties and methods of work, its role in on-site inspections, forms of co-cperation
with national verification organizations and other matters are to be elaboratad.

"Pact-finding procedure relating to compliance with the
Convention. On-site inspections

"1. Each State Party shall have the right to request, bilaterally or through
the Consultative Conmittee, from another Party which is suspected of violating the
Convention information on the actual state of affairs. The State to which the
request is sent shall provide the requesting State Party with information in
connexion with the request.
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"2 Each State Party may, bilaterally or through the Consultative Cammittee,
send to another State Party which is suspected of violating the Convention a
request for an on-site inspection. Such request may be sent after the possibilites
of fact-finding within the framework of paragraph 1 of this section have been
exhausted and shall contain all relevant information and all possible evidence
supporting the validity of the request.

"pequests may, in particular, be sent in connexion with notifications
concefning the destructiocn of accumulated stocks of chemical weapons and concerning
the destruction and dismantling of facilities which provide capacities for the
production of chemical weapons. The State Party to which such a request is sent
may treat the request favourably or decide otherwise. It shall inform the
requesting State Party in good time about its decision, and if it is not prepared
to agree to an inspection, it shall give appropriate and sufficiently convineing

explanations.

"3, wWithin the period of destruction or diversion to permitted purposes of
the stocks of chemical weapons, a possibility of carrying out systematic

intarnational on-site inspections (for example, on the basis of an agreed quota) of
the destruction of stocks at a converted or specialized facility (facilities) shall

be provided for.

oD

"4. The Convention-shall provide for the possibility of carrying out
international on-site inspections (for example, on the basis of an agreed quota) of
the production of super-toxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes at a
specified facility.

" procedure for lodging complaints with the United Nations
Security Council. Provision of assistance

"]1. Any State Party which has reason to believe that any other State Party
has acted or may be acting in violation of obligations deriving from the provisions
of the Convention shall have the right to lodge a complaint with the United Nations
Security Council. Such complaint shall include 2ll relevant information and all
possible evidence supporting the validity of the complaint.

"3,  Each State Party undertakes to co-operate in carrying out any
investigation which the Security Council may initiate, in accordance with the
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, on the basis of the cumplaint
received by the Security Council. The Security Council shall inform the States
Parties of the results of the investigation.

"3,  Each State Party to the Convention undertakes to provide assistance or
support assistance being provided, in accordance with the provisions of the Charter
of the United Nations, to any State Party which requests it if the Security Council
decides that such Party has been exposed or is possibly being exposed to danger as
a result of the violation by another State Party of obligations assumed under this
Convention.
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"Relationship with the Geneva Protocol of 1925

"Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as in any way limiting, or
detracting from the obligations assumed by any State under the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous of Other Gases, and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, under the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biclogical) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, or under
the Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of
Environmental Modification Techniques.

" IV. CONCLUDING PROVISIONS OF THE CONVENTION

"provision shall be made for a procedure for the signing of the Convention, its
ratification and entry into force, arrangments relating to a depositary, as
procedure for the accession of States to the Convention and withdrawal from it,
machinery for amendments to the Convention, dates for holding conferences to review
its implementation and the status of such conferences.
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nCONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The States Perties to this Convention,

"Reaffirming their asdherence to the cbjective of genersl snd complete
disarmement under strict and effective internstionsl control, including the
prohibition and elimination of all types of weapons of mass destruction,

"Desiring to contribute to the reslizetion of the purposes and principles of the
United Netions, 2s set forth in its Charter, -

"Recalling the significence of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in
Wor of Asphyxisting, Poisonous or Other Geses, end of Bescteriologicel Methods of
Werfare, signed at Geneva on 17 Juns 1925, and also of the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Becteriological
(Biological) end Toxin Weepons cnd on Their Destruction, signed ot Weshington,
London end Moscow on 10 April 1972, and celling upon 211 Stetes to comply strictly
with the said agreements,

'‘Determined, for the sake of 21l menkind, to exclude completely the possibility
of toxic chemicels being used as weapons, '

"Convinced that such use would be repugnant to the conscience of mankind and
thet no effort should be spared to minimize this risk, .

"Considering thot achievements in the field of chemistry should be used
exclusively for the benefit of menkind,

"Convinced that the complete and effective prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of chemicel wespons, and their destruction, represents
8 necessary step towsrds the schisvement of these common objectives,

"Fulfilling the commitment under Article IX of the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological

(Biologicsl) and Toxin Weapons end on Their Destruction with regerd to the
effective prohibition of chemical weapons,

"Hove agreed as follows:
"Article T
"BEech Party undertakes not to:

"(a) develop, produce, otherwise scquire, stockpile, or retein chemicsl
weapons, or transfer chemical weapons ta enyone;

"(b) oconduct other activities in preperation for use of chemical weapons;
"(c) wuse chemicol weapons in any armed conflictj or

"(d) assist, encourage, or induce, directly or indirectly, anyone to engage
in activities prohibited to Parties under this Conveution.
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"Article IT
"Definiéions_
"for the purposes of this Convention:
"L, "Chemiéai weapons" megns,

-"(g)  super—toxic .lethel, -other lethsl, snd other harmful chemicsls, end their
precursors, except for those chemicels intended solely for permitted purposes es
long os the types snd guentitiecs involved are consistent with such purposes and
except for those chemicels which sre not super-toxic lethel, or other lethal,
chemicals and which sre used by e Porty.for domestic law—enforcement and riot
control purposes or used as s herbicidej or .

"(b) munitions or devices specificrlly.desigmed to ceuse death -or other harm
through the toxic propertiés of any chemical which is defined os & chemical weapon.
under subparagrsph (ag of this psregreph and which would be released zs a result ’
of the employment of such munitions end devicesj or

'"(c) any eduipﬁent or chemical specifically designed for use directly in
connection with the employment of such runitions or devices.

",  "Super-toxic lethel chemical" mesns:eny toxic chemicel with e median lethel
dose which is less then or equal to (0.5) mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
(2,000) mg-min/m3 (by inhalation), when measured by the stendard methods .
gpecified in Schedule D.

"z, "Other lethal chemicel' means 2ny toxic chemicsl with & median lethsl .dose-- . -
which is greater then (0.5) mg/kg (subcuteneous administration) or.(2,000) mg=miri/m3
(vy inhalation; end which is less then or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous '
administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhsiation), when messured by the standard

methods specified in Schedule D.

ng, "Other ﬁarhful chemical' mearny any toxic chemical not covered under the
terms "super~toxic lethal chemicel" or "other lethel chemical", including chemicels
which normslly cause incapacitation rather then death,

"5,  "Poxic chemical" means sny chemicel substence, regardless of its origin or
method of production, which through its chemical action cen interfere directly
with normel functioning of men or enimals so as to ceuse death, temporary
incapacitation or permanent damage... '

"G "Procursor" meengs eny chemicel which mey be used in production of a super-
toxic lethal chemicel, other lethal chemical, or other harmful chemicsal.

", "Key precursor" meens ony precursor that is listed in Schedule C.

'8, "Permitted purposes' mesns industrial, sgriculturel, research, medical or
other peaceful purposcs; prctective purposes; end military purposes thet do not
neke use of the chemicel action of a toxic chemicel to interfere dircctly with
normel functioning of men and onimals so as to ceuse desth, temporory
incepscitetion or permanent damege. : -

§
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"9, "Protective purposes" means purposes directly related to protection ageinst
chemical weapons, but. does not mean purposes directly related to the developnment,

production, other scquisition, stockpiling, retention or transfer of chemical
weapons. '

"10. "Chemicsal weapons<prodﬁction,facilityﬂ means any building or any equipment
which in any degree wes designed, constructed or used since 1 Janusry 1946, for:

"(s) the production for chemical wespons of sny toxic chemical, except for
those listed in Schedule B, cr the production for chemical weapons of any key
precursor; or

"(b) the filling of chemical weapons,

"11. "Other activities in preparetion for use of chemicsl weepons" meens (to be
elaborated ), but does not mean sctivities directly relsted tc protective purposes.
giaborated), % pury

"Avrticle III

"Permitted Activities

". Subject to the limitations contained in this Convention, each Psrty may
retein, produce, ascquirc, trensfer or use toxic chemicsls, snd their precursors,
for permitted purposes, of types and in guentities consistent with such purposes.

"2,  The following measures shall spply tc toxic chemicels for protective purposes:

"(s) The retention, production, scquisition, snd use of super-toxic lethal
chemicals and key precurscrs for protective purpcses shall be strictly limited to
those amounts which can be justified for such purposes. At no time shell the
aggregate amount possessed by ¢ Party exceced one metric ton, nor shell the
sggregate amount acquired by a Party in any celendar yeer through production,
withdrawsl from chemicel weapons stocks, and transfer excesd one metric ton. Once
a Party has reached the aggregate one metric ton permitted per year, it must not
acquire any further such super-toxic lethsl chemicals until the next yéar;, et which
time it mey then acquire only thosc amounts of such chemicals to replace omounts
used or transferred to snother Party for protective purposes,

"(b) Each Party which produces super-toxic lethel chemicals or key precursors
for protective purpdses shall carry-out- the production-at a2 single specialized
facility, the capacity of which--shall not exceed (an egreed limit). Information
on the facility snd its opcrations shall be provided in sccordance with Arnnex II.
The facility shall be subject to systematic international on-site verification;
through on-site inspection and continuous monitoring with on-sitc instruments in
accordance with Annex II.

"(c) Each Party shaell, in eccordsnce with Annex II, meke en annuel declaration
regarding all key precursors devoted to protective purposes and 2ll toxic
chemicals thet can be used as chemical weapons but arc devoted to protective
purposes, as well as provide other specified informetion on its protective
sctivities,
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"(d) The provisions of the Convention do not preclude transfer for protective
purposes of super-toxic lethal chemicels or key precursors produced or otherwise
acquired for such purposes. Such trensfers mey be made only to another Party.
The meximim quantity trasnsferred to eny Perty shall not exceced (guanti ) in any-
12-month period, nor shell it ceuse the receiving Party to exceed the aggregate
limit specified in subparsgraph 2 (2) of this Article. Prior to any transfer of
such "a' super-toxic lethal chemicel or key precursor, the transferring Party shall
provide the informetion specified in Annex II., Items transferred mey not be
retrasnsferred to another State.

"3 In view of the particuler risk they pose to achieving the cbjectives of the
Convention, the chemicals listed in Schedules A, B and C shell be subject to the
gspecial measures specified in Amnex III.°

"(a) In respect of chemicels in Schedule A, esch Party shell prohibit 21l
production and use excent for production and use of lzboratory quentities for
research, medical, or protective purposbs ot esteblishments approved by the
Party; and

"(b) Pecilities producing chemicels listed in Schedule C for permitted
purposes shall be subject to systematic internstionsl on-site verification,
through on-site inspedtion snd monitoring with on-site 1nstruments, as spe01¢1ed
1n Annex IT,

"4. 4 Psrty in a position to do so mey essist another Psrty in degtruction of
‘chemical weapons, including shipment of chemical weapons to ite territory for the
purpose of destroying them, or in destruction of chemicsl weapons production
facilities.

"5, This Convention shall be implemented in a menner designed in so far as
possible to aveoid hempering the cconomic or technological zctivities of Parties

to the Convention or internetional co-operation in the field of peaceful chemicel
sctivities including the internmational exchange of toxic chemicsls and equipment -
for the production, processing, or use of toxic chemicals for peaceful purpoéés
in esccordance with the provisions of the Convention.

"Article IV

"Declaration of Chemicel Weapons, Chemiczl Weapons Production
Facilities and Psst Transfers

wl, Each Party shell file o declarstion, within 30 days sfter the Convention
enters into force for it, steting whether it has under its control snywhere,
any chemical weopons, any chemicel weepons production facility, any sgpbr—toxic
lethal chemicals or key precursors for protective purposes, or sny production
facility for super-toxic lethal chemicels end key precursors for protective
PUrposes. The declaration ghell eolgo state whether the Psrity has on its
territory, under the control of cthers, including o State not party to this
Convention, any of the foregoing and their locations,

"2, The declaration filed by each Party shall comply with the requirements of
Amnex II and shall astotes

"(s) +the precise location of any chemicsl wespons under its control and the
detsiled inventory of the chemical wcapons at each location;
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"(b) its general plans for destruction of any chemical wespons under its
control; . -

"(c) the precise location, nature, ond capacity of any chemicel weapons
production facility under its control at sny time since 1. January 19463

n(d) its plons for closing and cventuslly destroying eny chemical weapons
production facilities under its controlj;

"(e) the preciée locetion snd capecity of the single specielized production
facility, if eny, for super-toxic lethal chemicals and key precursors permitted
by subpsragraph 2 (b) of Article III;

n(f) the precise location and nsture of ony other fecility under its control
designed, constructed or used, since (dote) for the production of chemicels listed
in Schedules B znd Cj;

~ n(g) the precise location znd noture of eny facility under its control
designed, constructed, or used since (date), for development of chemical weapons,
including test and evalustion sites; end

"(h) whether the Party hes tronsferred control of chemicel wespons or
equipment for their production since (date) or has received such weapons or
equipment since that date. If so, specific informetion shsll be provided in
accordence with Annex II,

"Article V

"Chemicel Wespons

M. Eech Party shall, in accordance with Amnex IT:

"(z) provide informetion on the location and composition of any chemicel
weapons, pursusnt to Article IV;

"(b) provide a generel plen for destroying its chemical weepons, pursuant to
Article IV and, subsequently, provide more deteiled plens;

"(¢) ensure sccess to its chemicel weepons immediately after the declaration
is filed, for the purpose of systemstic internstionel on-site verificstion of
the decleration, through on-site inspection;

"(@) ensure, through sccess to its chenical weepons for the purpose of .
systematic internstional on-site verificetion, and through on-site inspection and
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments, that the chemical weapons are not
removed except to 2 destruction facility;

"(e) destroy its chemicel ﬁeapons, pursuent to the time-table specified in
Annex II, beginning not leter thon 12 months, and finishing not later than
10 years, after the Convention enters into force for it;

"{(f) provide access to the destruction process for the purpose of systemetic
internstionsl on~site verificetion of destruction, through the continuous presence
of inspectors and continuous monitoring with on-gite instruments;
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"(g) provide information ennuelly during the destruction process roaardlng
implementetion of its plon for destruction of chemical wespons; and

"(h) certify, not later than 30 deys efter the destruction process hes been
completed, that its chemieal wespons have been destroyed. o

"2,  All locations where chemical weapons are stored or destroyed shall be subject
to systematic internetional on-gite verification, through on-site inspection and
monitoring with on-site instruments in eccordsnce with Annex II,

"3,  01d chomical weapons found after the declarations required by Article IV

and this Article have beon filed ehzll be subject to the provisions of Annex II
regarding notificetion, interim storege, ond destruction, es well ag systemetic
internationel on-site verificetion of these actions. Thege provisions shall
2lso apply to chemical weepons which were inadequately disposed of in the past
snd sre subsequently retrieved. A deteiled explanetion shall be given es to why
these chemical weapons werc not declared in the declerations filed pursuant to
Article IV and this Article.

'ﬂ. Any Party which has on its territory chemical weaspons which are under the
control of a State which is not 2 Party to this Convention sholl ensure that
such weepons sre removed from its territory not later then ( ) months after
the dete on which the Convention entered into force for it.

"Article VI

"Chemical Weapons Productinon Fecilities

"l. Bsch Perty shell, in accordence with Armex II,

"(a) cease immediately all activity at each of its chemicsl weapons
production facilities, except that required for closure;

"(b) close each of its chemical weapons production facilities within
three months after the Convention enters into force for it in a menner that
will render those fscilities inoperable;

"(c) provide information on the location, nature and capscity of eny
chemical wesyons production facility, pursuant to Article IV;

n(d) provide & general plan for destroying its chemical weapons production
facilities, pursuent to Article IV and, subsequently, provide mcre deteiled
plans;

"(e¢) provide access to each chemical weapons froduction facility immediately
after the declaration is filed, for the purpose of systematic internationel
on-site verification of the declaration through on-sitc inspection;

"(f) provide sccess to each chemical weapons production facility for the
purpose of systemetic internationsl on-site verificetion to cnsure that the-
facility remains closed and is eventually destroyed, through periodic on-site
inspection and continuous monitoring by on-site instruments;
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i(g) destroy its chemical weespons production facilites, pursuant to the
time-table specified in Annex II, beginning not later then 12 menths, and finishing
not later than 10 years, after the Convention enters into force for itj

"(h) provide information snnually during the destruction poriod regerdina the
implementation of its plen for destruction of chemical wespens nroduction
facilities; end

"(i) certify, not lster than 30 days after the destructicn process has been
completed, that its chemical weapons production fecilities heve been deatroyed.

", A1l chemical weapons production facilities shall be subject to systemstic
internationsl on-site verificstion, through on-site inspection and monitoring
with on-site instruments in sccordsnce with Amnex ITI.

"3, No Party shell construct any new chemical weapons production faocilities, or
modify any existing facilities, for purposes prohibited by the Convention.

n4, A chemical wespons production facility may be temporerily convorted for

" destruction of chemical weapons. Such a converted facility must be destroyed as
goon 88 it is no longer in use for destruction of chemicel weapons end, in &ny
case, not later than the deadline for destruction of chemicel wezpons preduction
facilities set forth in subparagraph 1 (g) of this Article.

"Article VIT

"Consultotive Committee

M. A Consultative Committee shell be established upon entry into force of this
Convention. Each Perty shall be cntitled to designate 2 representetive to the
Consultetive Committee.

"2, The Consultative Committee chell oversec the implementation of the
Convention, promote the verificstion of eomplience with the Convention, and
carry out internstionsl consultations and con-~opcretion among Porties to the
Convention., For these purposes it shell:

"(a) cerry out systemetic internmotionel on-site verification, through
on-site Inspection cnd monitoring wiith on=nite L-strunents, of:

"(i) chemicel weapons,
"(ii) destruction of chemicel weopons,
"(iii) closure and destruction of chemical weapons production facilities,
"(iv) vpermiftted single specialized fecilities for production of super-
toxic 1etha1 chemicels end koy precursors for protective purposes,

and

"(v) production for permitted purposcs of the chemiczls specified in
. Schedule Cj;
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gion of sny gqueetions raiscd reloting to thne
fiﬁebquwwn~

by

n(v) oprovide a forws for discus
objoctives, or the implcomentation, ¢

n{c) conduct specirl on-site inspections undar Article X end gd _hoc on-site.
ingpections undsr Article XTI

n(¢) yperticipste in rny incpections merced esmong two or more Parties as
7 e

T
referred to in peragrepn 2 of Article IX, if reguested to do ao by one of the
Pertics involved;

" dovelop, ~nd Teviﬁ' ~3 nocessary, detailed procedures for axchange of
379 AR ]
informntlcn, Tor da22lsvetions and for Lechniecsl natters releted Hn the

implementation of t:x¢ Lonvenulon;

"(f) wreview scientific ond technicsl developments which could affect the |
operation of the Convintiong

(o) meet in regular scssicn amually: ond

#(h) review the operstion of the Convention at five-yeer intervals unless
otherwise sgreed Wy 2 mejority or the Perties,
"7, The Consultative Cormittoe shell esteblisk en Executive Council which shall
have dolegaied ”Jt”u_lud to Gigchorge the functions of the Committee seb out in

subparagrephs 2 (a), 2 (c), = (3) ord = (o) of this Article, and eny other

functions whlich siv: Committec moy Jrom tine to tins delcgeatc to it The Council
shall repcrt to the Committac ot ito repuler scesions on its exercise of those
function<s.

ni, Ezch Porty shol e Ivlly with tho Consultetive Committee in the
ercige of ils veril b Retc!

"Se  Purther functicns end the crgonization of the Consulte tive *“mmittee, the

Zxecutive Council, tho Foct-Finding Penel, the Teclnicsl Secreteriet and other

subgidisry organs rre spocificd in bonx I,

"irtizle VIIY

Intorserence with Verificetion

"A Perty shell not interfore witlh the canduot of verification sctivities.
This shell »pply tc vorificshicre ectivibi nducted in accordonce with the
4

1

Convention by the Jdesignate the Consultetive Cormittee or
by Portics, #nd Jh:ll Luclvu ‘vities conducted by nctional
in ¢ nonner on erslly recognized principles ~f

technical ne

ens
internaticnel lav,

"irgicl

l_:
4
{52

"Wongaltatisn and So-=opornticas Regolving Complisnce ILasues

"o Derties siell consvlt cud co-oporete, Girectly emong themselvas, or through

?
the Congultetive Oommivtec or sther .pwronri:ite internetionel procedures,
including procedures "Ltnﬂt tne Srouewnrk of thn Tnited Netions and in sccordence
with its Chrrter, on ﬂ\y i Loy mey be reised relating to the obiactives
or the implemontotion of g of thiﬂ Convention,
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", Parties shell neke every possible effort to clerify and resolve, through
bilatersl consulteztion, eny matter which may csuse doubts sbout compliance with this
Convention cr which gives rise t0o concerns sbout 2 related matter which may be
considered embiguous. 4 Party which roceives a request from another Party for
clerificaticn of eny matter which the requesting Perty believes ceuses such doubts
or concerns shall provide the rcquesting Perty, within seven deys of the request,
with informeticn sufficioent t9 enswer the doubts or concerns raised along with an
explanation of how the informotion providced resolvos the motter. Nothing in this
Convention effects the right of eny two or more Perties to arrange by mutuzl consent
for inspections among themselves te clerify end resolve sny motter which may couse
doubts about complisnce or gives rise to concerns about s rcleted matter which may
be considered embiguous,. Such arrangements shoall not effect the rights end
obligaetions of eny Perty under other provisions of this Convention.

"3, In order to fecilitate sctisfactory resclution of metters raised, the Parties
concerned mey requaest the rssistonce of the Consultetive Committee or its subsidiary
organs. Any Perty mey request the Executive Council to conduct fact-finding
procedures with regard to the Perty's own cctivities or the sctivities of another
Party in order to clarify and resolve eny motter which mey couse doubts sbout
complisnce with the Convention or gives rise to concerns sbout & related matter
which may be consgidered ambiguous,

.

"(a) Requests sent to the Exccutive Council under this Article shell state
the doubts or concerns, the specific reesons for the doubts or concerns, and the
action thet the Council is being requested to underteke.

"(b) Within two days. of rcceipt of such a request, the Technical Secretariat
shall, on behslf of the Council, request the Party whose activities creste the
doubts or concerns to clezrify the state of affairs.

"(¢c) If the doubts or concerns which geve rise to the request have not been
resolved within 10 days of the receipt of the request by the Council, its
Fact-Finding Penel shell immediately initiete 2 fact-finding inguiry, ond transmit
to the Chairmen of the Council 2 report on its work, whether interim or final,
within two months of the dete of the request. Beports of the Penel shell include
2ll views end information presented during its proceedings.

"(d) All requests for specicl on-site inspections shell be governed by
Article X end a1l roquests for ad _hoc on-site inspections by Article XI.

"4, Any Perty whose doubts er concerns cbout compliance heve not been resolved
within two months or ony Perty which hes doubts or concerns it believes werrant
urgent consideration by all Pertics regerding complisnce or regarding other
natters directly related to the objectives of the Convention may request the
Cheirman of the Consultetive Committece tc convenc ¢ specisl meeting of the
Committee. The Chairmen of the Committce shall convene such 2 meeting as soon
@s possible end in any cose within on: month of the receipt of the request.
Eech Party mey perticipete in such 2 meeting, whose functions and rules of
procedures are established in Annex I.

"5, A1l Parties shell co-operate fully with the Consultotive Committee and its
subsidiary orgens, s well os with international orgenizations, which may, as
appropriete, give scientific, teclinical and administrative support in order to
facilitete foct-finding cetivities ond thereby help to ensure the speedy
resolution of the metter which geve rise to the original request.



CD/540
page 130

T /500
wage 10

"6, The Executive Council ghell promptly notify 511 Parties of the initiction of.
any fact=finding proceduros ~md shiall provide 21l availsble informeticn related
thereto to sny Party uron r:aueqt. ﬁ’“ Prrtics shell olzo be promptly notified
of the rofusal Ly o Parhty of one 1 ; the Committce or its subsidizry
orgens as pert of o foct~findin- I Toports regarding the faehb-finding
ectivities conducted “nder thlb ﬁ ¢a on-site inepections under

Articles X ond XTI shell beo nromptly te ¢il Partics,

f 3
3
5
s
o F
;.3‘
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"7,  The provisions of this Axticle zrpll nct be interpreted co offe
rights end duties of Periics under ariiclies X ond XI or under the Cherter of the

[+

United Watimng.

"Sveciil On-Sito Inspectio

M. In zccordence with the provisions »f this
of the Fact-Finding Pzncl shsll fave thoe »ight o
n-site inspection L eny cther Prrty, thrcouch
e

nd Annex IIL, each menber
t 2t any time 3 special
nical Secreteriet, to

clerify end resolve sny metier which mer ceu bout complisnce or givesd:
rise to concerns zbout ¢ rel:ted nobter wnich moy. be congidered ambiguous, of't

"(a) any locetion or facility subjeet to systemetic internstionel on-site
inspection pursuant to Articles TIT, V and VIg or

by the Govermmont of a Party, erd rs wet forth ir JAnnex IT, locetions or
facilities controllad by the Goverariont of & Porby..

"(b) sny militsry luce bicn v feoili ty, =ny oth:r locetion or facility owned

[y 3 B

"2 i request shell be hendled ir. the {ellowing menners:

"(a) Within 24 hours of the reoucs®, the Teshnicel Scerateriet shell notify
the Porty tc be inspected and desigretc en inspection tesznm in rccordence with .
paragreph 4 of thig Article; end

\ N . ' .
(b)) Within 24 hours eftor bio recoipt of such notificati ion, tha Party- to be
inspected shsll provide the inspretion Loom unimpeded fecess bo the location or

facility.
" Eech Frety =iy scliciy fron -ny member of the Fest-Finding Pancl 2 request
for en inspectior of cny othzr Party wnder wils article.

1l Any speciel on-sitc irgpce +4"n reguccted through the Technical Sceretariet
shell e carried out vy ingpectors designated from emong the full-tinme
inspectors of the Secroterintg. foon Ingpection team shall consist of one
inspecetor from cech membor Stote of the FPect-Finding Penel, except thet if the
Party to be inspoeied is ¢ nmembor Stete of tqk Pznel, the teem sboll not include
any 1nupectur from thet Stebe, The tcam sholl promptly provide o written
report to the requesting Perty, the 1nspect d Perty, and the Fact-Finding Panel.
Beeh inspector shall have the r»ight to hovs » his individusl vicws included in the

report.
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"Article XT

"Ad loc Cn-Site Insvection

"l. In accordance with the provisions of this Article snd Amnex II, esch Porty
shell have the right to request, i any time, the Consultetive Committee to
conduct an gd hoc on-site inspection, to clerify snd resolve eny metter which
mey cause doubts about complience or gives rise to concerns sbout a related
matter which mey be considered ambiguous, of eny locetion or fscility not subject
to Article X, :

"2, A request shell bhe handled in the following menners:

"(a) The Fact-Finding Penel shell meet within 24 hours to determine
whether to request such on 2d _hoc on-site inspection using the guidelines in
Section H of Annex II, '

"(b) If the Fact-Finding Ponel decides to request on ad hoc inspection, the
< 4 e ——— & N ’
Party to be inspected chell, oxcept for the most exceptionsl reasons, provide
access within 24 hours of the Penel!s request.

"(c) If the Party to be inspected refuses such 2 request it sholl provide a
full explsnation of the reasons for the refusal snd e detailed, concrete propossl
for en slternative means of resolving the concerns which gave rise to the request.
The Fact-Finding Fenel shell sssess the explanation end alternative submitted,
and may send enother request, toking into zccount 2ll relevent elements, including
possible new elements received by the Penel after the originel request.

"(a) If the request is esgain rejected, the Chairmen shall immedistely inform
the Security Council of the United Netions,

MArticle XII

"Doﬁéstié'impleﬁéntafion Measures
"Each Party shell:

"(a) tcke any measurcs necessary in accordance with its constitutional
processes to implement this Convention end, in particular, to prohibit end prevent
any ectivity that a Party is prohibited from conducting by this Convention anywhere
urder its Jjurisdiction or control, and

"(b) inform the Consultative Committee of the messures it hes tsken to
implement the Convention.

"Writicle XITT

"Assistence %o Portics Fndangered by Chemical Weapons

"Each Party undertekes, to the extent it decems sppropriete, to render
agsistance to any Party to this Convention thet the Security Council of the
United Netions decides hes been exposed to denger as e result of a violation of
the Convention. )
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"rticle XTIV

"Non~Interference with Other Agreements

M. thhlng in this Convention shell be interpreted s in eny way limiting or
detracting from the obligetions essumed by sny Stote under the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in Wer of Asphyxisting, Poisonous or Other Geses, and of
Bacterlologlcal Methods of Werfere, signed st Geneve on 17 June 1925, or under
the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production end Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biologicel) and Toxin Weepons end on Their Destruction,
gigned st Washington, London and Moscow-on 10 April 1972,

">,  Each Party to this Convention that iz elso o Party to the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxisting, Poisonous or Other Gsses, end of
Bacteriological Methods of Werfare, signed at Genevs on 17 June 1925, affirms ..
thet the obligstion set forth in subparsgraph (c) of Article I supplements its:
obligations under the Protocol.

"Article XV
"Amendaents

"Any Party mey propose amendments to this Convention.  Amendments shell
enter into force for Parties retifying or acceding to them on the thirtieth dey
following the deposit of  instruments of retification or sccession by a majority
of the Parties to the Conventlon and thereafter for each.remeining Perty on the
thirtieth day following the deposit of its instrument of retificetion ox
accession.

Wirticle XVI

"Durations Withdrawal

. This Convention shall be-of-unlimited duretions

"2, Every Party to this Convention shell, in exercising its nationel sovereignty,
have ‘the right to withdrew from the Convention if it decides thet extraordinary
events, relasted to the subject-motter of the Convention, heve jeopardized the
supreme interests of its couniry. It shell give notice of such withdrawsl to all
other Parties to the Convention, to the Depnsitery and to the Security Council of
the United Netions three months in edvonce, Such notice shsll include a
statement of the extrsordinery events it regerds es having jeopsrdized its

supreme interests. o

"rticls XVII

"Signetures Retificetion; Entry into Force

™. This Convention shell be open to all States for signature.

12, - Any State which does not sign the Conivention before its entry into force
in accordance with paragreph 4 of this Article mey accede to it 2t any time.
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"3« This Convention and its Annexes, which form an integral part thereof, shall be
subject to ratification by signatory States. Instruments of restification and
instruments of accession shall be deposited with the Secretery-General of the
United Nations, hereby designated as the Depositery.

"4, This Convention shall enter into force 30 days after the date of deposit
of the (fortieth) instrument of rstification.

"5. For each State ratifying or acceding efter the deposit of the (fortieth)
instrument of rstification or sccession, the Convention shsll enter into foree on
the thirtieth day following the deposit of the instrument of retification or
accession,

"6.  The Depositary shell promptly inform ell signatory and acceding States of the
date of each signature, the dete of deposit of each instrument of ratification or
of accession and the date of the entry into force of this Convention, and of the
receipt of other notices., The Depositary shall immedistely upon receipt transmit
any notices required by this Convention to every Perty.

"7. This Convention shell be registered by the Depositary pursusnt to Article 102
of the Cherter of the United Nations.

"Article XVIII

Lenguages

"Phis Convention, the English, Arsbic, Chinese, French, Russian and Spenish
texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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"DETAILED UNITED STATES VIEWS ON THE. CONTENTS
'OF THE ANNEXES TO THE CONVENTION *

"Annex I
UCONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
"Provisions should be included along the following lines:

"Section A. General Provisions

". The Consultative Commi<te=z established pursuant to Article VII should convene
in (venue) not later than 30 cavs after the Convention enters into force.

"2, The Consultative Committze should subsequently meet in regular sessions
annually for the first 10 years after the Convention enters into force, and annually
thereafter unless a majority of Parties agrees that a2 meeting is unnacessary. A
special meeting.méy be convenead si the request of any Party or of the Executive
Council. '

"3. In order to assist it in carrying out its funetions, the Consultative Committee
should establish an Executive Council, as prcvided in Section B of this Annex, as
well as a Fact-Finding Panel, a Technical Senretariat and such ‘other subsidiary
bodies as may be neczsgary for itas work.

4. The Executive Council should be r2sponsible for carrying out the functions of
the Consultative Committee specified in paragraph 2 of Article VII during the
period when the latier is not in session, In particular, it shall be responsible
for the activities in paragraph 1 of Section B of this Annex.

"3, Except as specified clsewhaere, the Committee and its subordinate bodies should
take de01=1ons where possible by consensus. If consensus cannot be reached within
24 hours, a ‘decision may be taken by a majority of those present and voting. The
report on a fact-finding inquiry should not be put to a vote, nor should any
decision be.takun as to whether a Party is complying with the provisions of the
Convention. =~

"6, The chairman of the Committee should be chosen by the Committee itself.

"y, The Committee should present an annual reporf on its activities to the Parties;

"8,  The expenses of the Committes should be met by ( l ).

ng, The question of international legal personality of the Committee and its
subsidiary crgans should be addressed.

"Seetion B.  Executive Council

", In carrying out its responsibilities, the Executive Council should, in
particular, be responsible for: .

n*/ This paper presents aurrent United States views on the contents of the
annexes of a chemical weapons convention, It is subject to further modification,
elaboration and refinement.
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"(a) earrying out systematic international nn-gite verification;
"™(b) ensuring the implementavion of, and compliance with, the Convention;

(o) obtaining, keeping and disseminating information submitted by Parties
regarding matters pertaining to the Conventlon;

"(d) rendering services vo Parties and facilitating consultétions among them;
"(¢) receiving requests from Parties, including requests for faci-findiné;

“n(£) deciding and ovefseeing specific action to be taken regarding such
requests,

'(g) overseeing the gctivit ie3 of the other subordinate bodies of the
Consultative Committee, 1nclud1ng ensuring the proper execution of the funations of
the Technical Secreuariat including the carrying out of systematic international
on-site verification pursuant to Articles III, V, VI; the carrying out of special
on-site inspections pursuant tc Article X; and the carrying out of ad hoc on-site
inspections pursuant to Article XI;

"(H) ‘répgrting to the Consuliative Committee; and

"(1) requesting, when it deems necessary, a special meeting of the Consultative
Committee. .

"2. {(a) , The, Ekecutive Council shoula be established within 45 days after entry
into force of the Corvention and should be composed of one representative from each
of not more than 15 Fart.es, plus a non-voting chairman.

"(b) Ten members shouid be elected by the Consultative Committee after
nominations by the chairman based on consultation with the Parties. In selecting .-
these nembers dne regard should be given Co ensuring an appropriate geographic
balance. These members shculd serve for a two-year period, with five of these
members replaced each year.

"(c) 1In additicn, those permaneét nembers of the Security Council of the
United Nations who are Parties %o the. Convention should be represented.

"(d) Each member may be assisted at meetings by one or more technical or
other advisers.

"(e) The chairman of the Consultative Committee should serve as chairman of
the Executive Council.

"Section C. Fact-Finding Panel

"l. Within 45 days after entry inteo force of the Convention, the Consultative
Committee should establish a Fact-Finding Panel subordinate to the Executive Council,
which should be respcasible for conducting fact-"inding inquiries pursuant to
Article IX, considerins reports on rpecial on-site inspections pursuant to Article X,
and overseeing ad hoc inspections pursuant to Article XI.

"2. (a) The Fact-Finding Panel should consist of diplomatic representatives of
five Parties, plus a nor-voting chairman.
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. "(b) Taree Parties should be selected by the Consultative Committee by a
four-fifths vote after nominatious by the chairman based on consultations with
Parties. These member States should serve for a six-year period, with one Party
being replaccq every otner year. Of these three Parties, one should represent the
(Western group), one the (Eastern group), and one the (neutral/non-aligned group).

"(c) 1In addition there should be one diplomatic representative each from the
United States and the Soviet Union.

n(d) The chairman of the Executive Couneil should serve as chairman of the
Fact-Finding Panel.

"y, (a) The Panel should convene within 10 days after receipt of a request from

a Party for a fact-finding inquiry, within 24 hours after a request for an ad hoc
on-site inspection pursuant to Article XI, or immediately on completion of a special
on-site inspectian by inspectors f.om the Technical Secretariat pursuant to

Article X, to review tvhe informaticn_available, conduct necessary inquiries, and
make appropriate findings of fact.

"(b) The work of the Fact-Finding Panel should be organized in such a way as
to permit it to perform its functions.

"(c) The Panel should transmit to the chairman of the Executive Council its
findings of fact, whether inte»inm or final, within two months of the date of the
convening of the Panel. Reports of the Panel's findings should include all views
and‘;pformation presented during the Panel's proceedings.

n(d) Each member saould have the right, through the chairman, to request from
Parties and from international organizacions such information and assistance as the
member corsiders desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the Panel.

"(e) The first meeting of the Panel should be held not later than 60 days
after entry into force of the Convention to agree on its organization and rules of
procedure. At this meeting tne chairman should submit recommendations, based on
consultations with Parties and signatories.

"Section D. Technical Szeretariat

"n. The Technical Secretariat should:
"(a) conduct on-site inspections pursuant to Articles III, V, VI, X, and XI;

n(b) provide the necessary administrative support to the Consultative Committee,
the Executive Council, the Fact-Finding Panel and such other subsidiary bodies as
may be established;

n(c) render appropriate technical assistance to Parties and to the Executive
Council in implementing the provisions of the Convention, such as reviewing
Schedules 4, B, C, and D, developing technical procedures, and improving the
effectiveness of verification methods;

n(d) receive from Parties and distribute to them data relevant to the
implementation of the Conventlion;
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"(e) negotiate the subsidiary arrangements for systematic international on-site
inspections provided for in Annex II, section B, subsection A, paragraph 3; and

. "(f) assist the Executive Council on such other tasks as may be agreed.

. 1
"3 The composition of the Technical Secretariat should be elaborated by the
Preparatory Commicsicn.

"3,  All inspectors should be technically qualified and acceptable to their
governments.

"gection E. Special Meeting of the Consultative Committee

". -The special meeting of tne Consultative Committee provided for in Article IX
should undertake to solve any problem which may be-raiseéd by the Party requesting
the meeting. .For this purpose, the assembled Parties should be entitled to

request and receive any information which a Party is in a position to communicate.

. The work of the special meeting should be organized in such a way as to permit
it to perform its functions.’

"3, Any Party should be able to participate in the meeting. The meeting should
be chaired by the chairman of the Committee. ’

"4, Each Party should have the righc, through the chairman, to request from States
and from international organizations such information and assistance as the Party
considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the meeting.

"5 . A summary of the meeting, incorporating all views and information presented
during the meeting, should be prepared promptly and distributed to all Parties.
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"Annex IL

"YERIFICATION
"provizions along the following lines should be included:

"Section A.- Declarations

"a, General Provisions

"l. Unless otherwise stipulated, information required to be provided should be
submitted to the Depositary until the Consultative Committee is established and

* thereafter to the Committee. The information should be provided according to a
standard format, which should be specified by the Depositary, after consultation with
signatories, for information submitted before establishment of .the Committee, or
specified by the Committee for information submitted after its establishment.
The information should be made available to Parties.

"2, Locations should be specified with sufficient precision to permit unambiguous
identification of sites and facilities. For this reason all locations should be
specified by geographical place name and co-ordinates, as well as by any other
official or commonly used designation, and should be clearly marked on maps of a
suitable scale. For facilities within complexes, the exact position within the
complex should be specified. -

"3, The accuracy and completeness of all decférations should be subject to the
procedures specified in Articles IX, X and XI. As specified in subsections B and C,
declarations should also be-subject to systematic international on-site verification.

"B, Contents of the declarations required by Articles IV, .V and VI .

"l. Chemicals should be declared by scientific chemical name, chemical structural
formula, toxicity and weignt. The fraction in munitions and devices shquld be
given. Munitions and. .devices should be declared by type and quantity.
"Specifically-designed" equipment and chemicals, referred to in Article II,
subparagraph 1(c¢), should be declared by tvpe and quantity.

na, The exact location of chemical weapons within a site and form of storage
(bulk, cyvlinder, etc.) should be declared, and storage standards should be provided.

"3, The general plan for destruction of chemical weapons should include the type
of operation, schedules of quantities and types of chemical weapons to be destroyed,
and products.

"4. Chemical weapons production facilities should be declared even if they have been
destroyed; are now being used for other purposes; or were or are dual-purpose
facilities designed or used in any degree for civilian production. The declaration
should specify the chemical name of any chemicals, including civilian products, if
any, ever produced at the facility, whether the facility still exists; and, if not,
its disposition.

"5, The information regarding existing cnemical weapons production facilities should
include information about the chemical process used, precisely what equipment and
structures are at the facility, ineluding any old or replacement equipment not in
use, as well as equipment and spare parts atored at the facility; the methods that
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will be used to close and eventually to destroy the equipment and structures; the
general methods that will be used to dispose of the debris left from the destruction
process; and the time periods (i.e., the months or years) when specific production
facilities will be destroyed, respectively.

ng. The declaration regarding a single specialized production facility for super-
toxic lethal chemicals and key precursors for protective purposes should include a
detailed description of the equipment at the facility.

"7, The capacity of a chemical weapons production facility, or of a single
specialized facility for production of super-toxic lethal chericals or key
precursors for protective purposes, should be expressed in terms of the quantity of
end product that can be produced in (Eeriod), assuming that the facility operates
(schedule). The capacity of a chemical weapons production facility used for filling
chemical weapons should be expressed as the quantity of chemical that can be filled

into munitions or other chemical weapons in (period), assuming that the facility
operatas (=chedule).

"8. With respect to past transfers, Parties should be required to make a declaration
covering activities since (date). The declaration should specify the supplier and
recipient countries, the timing and nature of the transfer and the current location
of the transferred items, if known. The following should be declared:

"(a) transfer of any militarily significant quantities (e.g., one ton) of
toxic chemicals, munitions, devices or equipment for chemical weapons purposes; and

"(b) <vransfers of equipment specifically designed or constructed for production
of chemicals, munitions, devices or equipment for chemical weapons purposes.

"C. Contents of Other Declarations

"1. A declaration should be made annually regarding activities for protective
purposes. It should cover activities actually conducted in the past year and those
planned for the coming year. Information should be provided on:

"(a) operations of any single specialized facility for production of
super-toxic lethal chemicals and key precursors, including the schedule and names
and quantities of chemicals involved;

"(b) the scientific chemical name, chemical structural formula, quantity and
use of each key precursor devoted to protective purposes and each toxic chemical
that can be used as a chemical weapon but is devoted to protective purposes;

"(e) (other protective activites to be agreed).

"2, As specified in Article III and Annex III, a declaration should be made
annually regarding the chemicals listed in Schedules A, B, and C.

"3, Thirty days prior to the transfer to another Party of any super-toxic lethal
chemical or key precursor for protective purposes, information should be provided
on the recipient, and on the scientific chemical name, chemical structural formula,
quantity, and end use, of the chemical transferred.

"4. The detailed plan for destruction of chedical weapons, to be provided pursuant
to Article V, should be submitted six months before destruction operations are to
begin and should contain agreed information necessary for the planning and carrying
out of systematic international on-site verification.
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"5. The detailed plan for destruction of any chemical weapons production facility,
to be provided pursuant to Article VI should be submitted six months before
destruction operations are to begin and should contain agreed information necessary
for the planning and carrying out of systematic international on-site verification.

ng. As specified in Articles V and VI, notifications should be provided annually
regarding the implementation of plans for destruction of chemical weapons and
chemical weapons production facilities, respectively. These notifications should
contain agreed information on activities actually conducted in the past year and
those planned for the coming year. Information should also be provided on any
changes in the detailed plans for destructior.

"7. Should any Party discover or retrieve any old chemical weapons (e.g., weapans
found on World War I battlefields or dumped at sea after World War II) anywhere under
its jurisdiction or control after the declarations required by Articles IV and V
have been filed it should:

"(a) notify the Consultative Committee promptly of the approximate quantity and
type of the chemical weapons found. The notification should also specify how, where,
and when the ‘chemical weapons were found, why they were previously undeclared, and
where they are located. The notification should be filed within 45 days “of the
discovery. In the case of multiple and frequent discoveries of small quantities,

a notification may cover a one-month period; such a notification should be made
within 30 days of the end of the reporting month; and

"(b) notify the Consultative Committee, within five months of the first
notification, regarding the exact quantity and type of chemical weapon found,
including the scientific chemical name and chemical structural formula of any toxic
chemical found and its quantity. The notification should specify plans for the
destruction of the chemical weapons.

"(c) In the event that some of the information stipulated under
subparagraphs (a) and (b) of this paragraph cannot be provided within the periods
specified, submit as much information as possible, specify the reasons the remainder
is unavailable, and give an estimate of when such information might be provided.

" Section B. On-Site Verification _

"A. General Provisions

"1, * A1l on-site verification, whether systematic international verification, special
on~-site inspection or ad hoc on-site inspection, under the auspices of the
Consultative Committee should be carried out according to procedures which are
agreed in advance and based on this Annex.

"2, On-site verification should make use of both on-site inspectors and on-site
instruments.

"3,  The Executive Council and the host Party should promptly agree upon subsidiary
arrangements which specify in detail, to the extent necessary to permit the Committee
to fulfill its verification responsibilities in an effective and efficient manner,
how the on-site verification provisions will be implemented at each of the locations
subject to systematic international on-site verification.
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. The privileges and immunities which should be granted to inspectors ta ensure

that they can discharge their functions effectively should be specified. The steps
that a Party should take to ensure that inspectors can effectively discharge their

functions in its territory should also be specified.

15, Certain rights of a Party with respect to the conduct of verification in its
territory should be specified. For example, although it should not be required,
host Party representatives should be allowed to accompany international inspectors
during on-site inspections.

"6. Pursuant to the obligation in Article VIII not to interfere in any manner with
the conduct of verification activities:

"(a) entry visas for, inspectors should be issued promptly;

"(p) host Party representatives should be ready to accompany the inspectors
immediately. No delays in carrying out the inspections should be allowed to occur
under the guise of the unavailability of appropriate host Party representation;

"(e¢) no bureaucratic constraints (e.g., governmental travel approval) should
be imposed which would interfere with the inspection or provide the host Party
with sufficient advance notification of the site to be inspected that the host Party
could cover up possible prohibited activities prior to the inspection.

"7. The Consultative Committee and the Party concerned should be required to
co-operate to facilitate the implementation of the verification measures specified
by the Convention.

"8, Verification measures should be fmplemented in a manner designed:

"(a) to avoid hampering the economic and technological activities of Parties;
and

5 - . . .
,‘g'(nl to be consistent with management practices required for the safe conduct
of the activities subject tao verification.

"9, On-site instruments should incorporate a capability for remote monitoring.
They should also incorporate data protection and tamper-detecting devices and be
serviced only by international inspectors.

"10. Full account should be taken of technological developments in order to ensure
optimum effectiveness of verification.

"311. An agreed timetable for destruction activities should be included to. facilitate
verification and to ensure that no Party gains military advantage during the
destruction period.

"B, Inspection and Interim Monitoring of Stocks

"1, After a Paéhyahas_filed its declarations pursuant to Articles IV and V,
chemical weapons should be subject to inspection immediately, under agreed
procedures, to confirm the accuracy of the declarations. These inspections should
be completed within (number) days after the filing of the declarations.

"2,  To ensure that a Party does not move chemical weapons to a deployment site or
to a clandestine site prior to destruction, the storage facilities should be equipped
with monitoring instruments by international inspectors immediately following the
confirmatory inspection.
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"3,  During confirmatory inspection of chemical weapons, an on-site survey of each
location should he made to determine what preagreed types of instruments would be
emplaced to monitor the chemical weapons there prior to removal for destruction.
The instruments should be installéd and tested by the inspecting team, in the
presence of host Party personnel, before the site and facility are.declared secure.
After emplacement of instruments is complete, on-site inspection should be repeated
to confirm that no chemical weapons had been removed from that location since the
initial confirmatory inspection. An additional set of agreed procedures should be
developed for the removal of chemical weapons from each storage site for transfer
to a destruction facility. Until all chemical weapons have been removed for
destruction, the storage site should be visited periodically by an international
inspestidh team for routine monitoring and maintenance purposes, e.g., teating the
system of Instruments.

"c, Verification of the Destruction of Chemical Weapons

11, The verification procedures should be designed to confirm that chemical
weapons are not diverted during transport or any phase of the destruction process
and to confirm that the type and quantity of materials destroyed correspond to the
declarations and that all materials are actually destroyed.

n2, Transport of chemical weapons from storage sites and their destruction should
be verified by systematic, international on-site procedures. Internatignal
inspectors should be present at the storage facillty when chemical weapdns are
removed for shipment to declared destruction facilities. The inspectors should
verify the chemical weapons being moved and resecure the storage facility once they
have been loaded on transports. (However, inspectors would not need to accompany
the shipments.) Inspectors should verify that the chemical weapons are received
at the destruction facility and placed in interim storage there. On-site instruments,
as well as inapectors, should be utilized for verification of destruction.
Inspectors should be present in the destruction facility continuously when the
facility is operating.

n3, The deatruction procedures should permit systematic international on-site
verificatiorni. 'The following procedures should not be used for the destruction of
chemical weapons: dumping in any body of water, land burial, or open-air burning.
The destruction process should, for practical purposes, be irreversible.

"D. Closure, Inspection, and Interim Monitoring of Chemical Weapons
Production Facilities

nl. After a Party has filed its declarations pursuant to Articles IV and VI,
chemical weapons production facilities should be immediately subject to inspection
to confirm the accuracy of the declaration, and to confirm the implementation of
agreed procedures for closure. These inspections should be completed within
(number) days after the filing of the declaration. Subsequent verification ,
procedures should be implemented to confirm that Parties have not resumed, production
or filling at the facility and to confirm that equipment has not been removed.

"2, An inventory of key equipment should be prepared, and its accuracy verified
by international inspectors during confirmatory inspection. At the same time, the
inspector should survey the facility to determine which of the pre-agreed types cf
instruments should be emplaced to monitor the facility until it is destroyed. The
instruments should be installed and tested by the inspecting team, in the presence
of host Party personnel, before the facility 1s declared secure. During the interim
between securing che facility and actually destroying it, the facility should be
visited periodically by an international inspection team for routine monitoring and
malntenance purposes, e.g., testing the system of instruments.
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"g.  Verification of the Destruction of Chemical Weapons Production Facilities

". The verification prcieddras siculd be decigrnad to cenfarm that chemical weapons
production facilities have been destroyed.

"o International inspectors should be present at the facility to be destroyed
prior to beginning destruction to verify that the inventory of structures, equipment,
parts, etc., at the facilily is consistent with the inventory prepared when the
facility was securad. During destruction, inspectors nzed not be present
continuously, provided agreed procedures, including the use of on-site instruments,
are implemented to ensure tna. tue facility remains 1noperative during the destruction
phases. On-site inspectiuns vould be conducted periodically throughout the '
destruction process.

"3 Equipment specificallv dezigned for chemical weapons™production should be
destroyed. All items tc be deatroyed shovld be destroyed according to agreed
procedures which permit systematic jsternational on-site verification. No
equipment may be removed from the site prior tu check-off from the original .
inventory by the inspectors. Structures snculd be destroyed completely, by razing, .
and a final internat.onal inspection performed.

"F. Inspection and Monitcring of the Permicted Single Specialized
Production Faciiity

"}, The verification procedures should be designed to confirm that the production
of super-toxic lethal cnemicals and key precursors in quantities significantly in
exceass of one ton does not occur at the single specialized production facility.

"2 The precise location of the facility shouid be declared and the facility should
be inspected by internatiional inspectors before it is used to ensure that its
capacity will not permit the production, on an annual basis, of quantities
significantly in excess of one ton. On-cite instruments should be installed which
will signal whether the facility is active or inactive. An annual declaration
should be made about planned production activities. International inspectors should
have the right to visit tne facility periodically to enable them to monitor
production activities, as well as inactive periods, through on-site inspection.

"G. Verification Measures Applicable to Production for Permitted Purposes of
Chemicals Listed in Scnedule C -

M. The verification procedures should be designed to confirm that these facilities
are not used to produce chemical weapons.

"2_  Inspections should occur periodically on a random basis. Such inspections
should be conducted under agreed procedures which provide protection for
proprietary information.

"3 During an inspection, international inspectors should have the right to review
certain agreed plant records and intarview personnel under agreed procedures.
Inspectors should be 2llowed tc view agreed areas; take samples from agreed points,
such as finished product storage contairers and waste treatment areas; and
analyse them using agreed methods. Inspectors would not nave the right to interfere
with plant operations more than necessary Lo carry out their agreed functions.

"4. Use of special instruments (e.g., end product samplers) between inspections
should be permitted when deemed necessary by the inspectors.
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"5, Plans to change the end product of the facility or substantially change its
capacity should be reported in advance to international authorities. Details of
process modification need not be disclosed; however, final products and estimated
time for completing the work should be provided. International inspectors should
be permitted to view agreed areas soon after completion of .the modifigations. At
that time, new or altered instruments should be installed, as required.

"4y. On-site Inspections under Articles X and XI

"}, Agreed procedures for conducting on-site inspections under Articles X and XI
should be specified in this Annex, including:

"(a) a requirement far definition of the area to be insggcted;
"(b) time limits for providing access to the area to be inspected;
"(e) tﬁe maximum number of personnell6n an inspection teéﬁ;

1(d) length of service requirements for designation of inspectors;
"(e) routes of access and means of transportation;

n(f) types of experimental and support equipment which may be employed and
who shall furnish specific types of equipment;

"(g) procedures for making observations and measurements, including collecting
samples and taking photographs;

n(h) protection of proprietary and confidential information including liability
for unauthorized disclosure of such information;

n(1) services to be furnished by the host Party;

1(j) rights of inspection personnel, including privileges and immunities;
(k) certain rights of the nost Party;

n(1) allocation of expenses;

"(m) preparatior of reports;

"(n) dissemination of findings;

"(o0) additional rights to be exercised in specific situations; and

"(p) duration of an inspection.

n2. With resard to 'locations or facilities controlled by the Government of a
Party,' referred to :n Article ¥, subparagraph 1(b), this Annex should provide the
means of spec:fying those categories of locations or facilities which shall be
subject to special on-site inspections, including the relevant facilities used for
the provision of goods and services to the Government of a Farty. It is intended
that this provision r=ach any location or facility that in the future might be
suspected of being used for activities in violation of this Convention. The
specification of such locations and facilities should be a reasonable one.
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"z, The Committee should uselthe following guidelines in determining whether to
request a' Party to permit an ad hoc inspection pursuant to Article XI: ’

"(a) whether the information available to it causes any doubts about compliance
with the Convention or gives rise to any ¢concerns about a related matter which may
pe considered ambiguous;

"(b) whether the proposed inspection would assist.in determining the facts;

"(c) whether the locations to be inspected are clearly defined and limited to
places relevant to determination of the facts; and

"(d) whether the proposed arrangements will limit intrusion to the level
necessary to determine the facts.

"4. The Technical Secretariat should ensure that sufficient inspectors will always
be readily available tc carry out special on-site inspections pursuant to
Article X and ad hoc on-site inspections pursuant to Article XI.
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Minnex III

"SCHEDULES: CHEMICALS SUBJECT TO SPECIAL MEASURES;
METHECDS .FOR MEASURING TOXICITY

"Provisions along the following lines should be included:
"1. Schedule A should contain supar-toxic lethal chemicals, key precursors, and other
particularly dangerous chemicals, which have been stockpiled as chemical weapons or
which pose particular risk of such stockpiling. Information on the persons anthorized
to possess such chemicals, the quantity produced and used at each location and the

end uses should be reported annually.

">,  Schedule B should contain chemicals which are produced in large quantities for
permitted purposes but which pose a particular risk of diversion to chemical weapons
purposes. In respect of each chemical in Schedule B, every Party should report
anmally the location of each production facility and statistical data on the
aggregate quantities produced, imported, and exported, and on the end uses of the
chemical.

"z Schedule C should contain chemicals whose production for permitted purposes
should be subject to systematic international on-site verification, including key
precursors. In respect of each chemical listed in Schedule C, every Party should
report anmually, for each chemicel which is produced, imported or exported in an
aggregate amount greater than (ggégtitx), the location of each producticn facility
and statistical data on the aggregate quentities produced, imported, and exported,
and on the end uses of the chemical. Plans to esitablish a new production facility
or to change substantially the capacity of an existing production facility should
be reported ninety days in advance. Production facilities should be subject to
systematic international on-site inspection, pursuant to Artacle III.

"4, Schedule D should contain agreed methods fcr measuring lethal toxicity.

"5, If a Party has information which in its opinion may require a revision of
Schedules A, B, C, or D, it should provide the information to the Chairman of the
Consultative Committee who should transmit the information to all Parties. The
Technical Secretariat should also submit any such information to the Committee.

"6, The Executive Council should promptly examine, in the light of all information
available to it, whether the Schedule in question should be revised. The Council
may vecommend that the Schedule be revised or it may recommend that no revision be
made, Any recommendation should be communicated promptly to all Parties.

"17. Any recommendation by the Executive Council should be reviewed by the
Consultative Committee at its next regularly scheduled meeting. The Committee may
decide to accept the reeommendation as stated, or in revised form, or it may decide
to reject the recommendation. If requested by five or more Parties, a special
meeting of the Committee should be held to review the recommendation. A two-thirds
vote of the Committee should be required to revise a Schedule.
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"SCHEDULE A

"), Ethyl S~2-diisopropylaminoethyl
methylphosphonothicate (VX)

"o, Bthyl N,N-dimethylphosphoramidocyanidate (Tabun)

#3,  iso-Propyl methylphosphonofluoridate (Sarin)

"4, '1,2,2-Trimethylpropyl methyiphosphorofluoridate (Soman)
"g, _B;E(Z-chloroethyl)sﬁlphide (Mustard gas)

ng,  3-Quinucliiinyl bemzilate (BZ)

"7,  Saxitoxin

ng,  3,3.Dimethylbutancl-2 (Pimacolyl alcohol)

"9, Methylphosphonyl difluoride
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"], Carbonyl chloride (phosgene)
"2, Cyanogen chloride
n3,  Hydrogen cyanide
"4, Phosphorus oxychloride
15, Phosphorus trichloride
wg, Trichloronitromethane (chloropicrin)
"7, Thiodiglycol
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" SCHEPULE C

"Key precursors for super-toxic lethal chemicals

"]1. Chemicals containing the P-methyl, P-ethyl or P=propyl bond
12, Methyl and/or ethyl esters of phosphorous acid

"3, 3,3-dimethyl butanol-2 (pinacolyl alcohol)

"4, N,N disubstituted-B-amino ethanols

"5, N,N disubstituted-B—amino ethane thiols

"6, N,N disubstituted-B-aminoethyl halides
(halide = C1, Br or I)

"Key Precursors for other toxic chemicals

"l. Phenyl-, alkyl- or cycloalkyl-substituted glycolic acids
"2. 3~ or 4-hydroxypiperidine and their derivatives
"Toxic chemicals

" (To be discussed)
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"SCHEDULE D

"ethal toxicity should be measured by the procedures specified below:

(text of procedures contained in document CD/CW/WP.30, Annexes IIT and IV;
22 March 1982)
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3N/ OW/WP . 30
Amex 11T

UANNEX III

"RECOMMENDED "STAYDARDIZED OPERATING PRCCEDURES FOR ACUTE
SUBCUTANECUS TOXICITY DETERMINATICNS

M. Introduction

"Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:
"(i) super~toxic lethal chemicals;

"(ii) other lethal chemicals;

"(iii) other harmful chemicals.

"lethality limits in terms of LD50 for subcutaneous administration were
established to separate three toxic categories at 9.5 mg/kg and 10 mg/<g.

"2, Principles of the test method

"The test substance is administered to a group of animals ia doses corresponding
exactly to the category limits (0.5 or 10 mg/kg respectively). If in an actual
test the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then the material would fall into
the higher toxicity category; if it was lower than 50 per cent the material would
fall into the lower toxicity category.

"3, Description cf the test procedure

"3.1 Experimental animal Healthy young adult male albino rats of Wistar strain
weighing 200 + 20 g should be used. The animals should be acclimatized to the
laboratory conditions for at least five days prior to the test. The temperature of
the animal room before and during the test should be 22 + 3 °C and the relative
humidity should be 50-7C per cent. With artificial lightTing, the sequence should
be 12 hours light, 12 hours dark. Conventional laboratory diets may be used for
feeding with an unlimited supply of drinking water. The animals should be
group-caged but the number of animals per cage should not interfere with proper
observation of each animel. Pricr to the test, the animals are randomized and
divided into two groups; twenty animals in each group.

n3,2 Test substance Each test substance should be appropriately identified
(chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility, stability etc.)
and stored under conditions ensuring its stability. The stability of the substance
under the test conditions shoulé¢ also be known. 4 solution of the test substance
should be pared just before the test. Solutions with concentrations of 0.5 mg/hl
and 10 mg/ml should be prepared. The preferable soclvent is O0.85 per cent saline,
Where the solubility of the test substance is a problem, 2 minimum amount of an
organic solvent such as ethanol, propylene glycol or polyethylene glycol may be used
to achieve solution.
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m3,3 Test method Twenty animals receive in the back region 1 ml/kg of the
solution containing 0.5 mg/ml of the test substance. The number of dead animals is
determined within 48 hours and again after seven days. If the death rate is lower
than ten animels, another group of twenty anmimals should be injected by the same way
wvith 1 ml/kg of the solution eontaining 10"mg/ml of the test substance. The number
of dead animals should be determined within 48 hours and again after seven days.
If the result is doubtful (e.g. death rate = 10), the test should be repeated.

3 4 Bvaluation of the results If the death rate in the first group of animals
(receiving a solution containing 0.5 mg/ﬁl) is equal to or higher than 50 per cent,
the test substance will fall into the  'super-toxic lethal chemical’ categorxy. '
If the death rate in the second group {receiving a sclution conteiring 10 mg/ml)
is equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the
‘other lethal chemical' category; if lower than 50 per cent, the test substance
will fall into %he ‘other harmful chemical!.

"4, Data reporting
"A test report should include the following information:

"(i) test conditions: date end hour of the test, air temperature and humidity;

"(ii) enimal data: strain, weight and origin of the animals;

"(13i) test substance characterization: chemical composition, origin, batch
number and purity (or impurities) of the substancc; , date of receipt,
quantities received and used in the test; conditions of storage, solvent
used in the test;

"(iv) results: the mumber of dead amimals in each group, evaluation of results.
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"RECOMMENDED STANDARDIZED OPERATING PROCEDURES FOR ACUTE
INHALATION TOXICITY CRITERIA

"l1. In the assessment and evaluation of the toxic characteristics of chemicals in
8 vapour state determination of acute inhalation toxicity is necessary. 1In every
case, when it is possible, this test should be preceded by subcutaneous ‘toxicity
determination. Data from these studies constitute the initial steps in the
establishing of a dosage regimen in subchronic and other studies and may provide
additional information on the mode of toxic action of a substance.
"Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:
"(1) super-toxic lethal chemicals;
"™(ii) other lethal chemicals;
"(1ii) other harmful chemical.

"Lethality limits in terms of LCt50 for inhalatory3application Wwere estgblished
to separate three toxic categories at”” 2,000 mg min/m” and 20,000 mg min/m”.

"2. Principles of the test method

"A group of animals is exposed for a defined period to the test substagce in
concentration cgrresponding exactly to the category limits (2,000 mg min/m” or
20,000 mg min/m” respectively). If in an actual test the death rate was greater
than 50 per cent, then the material would fall into the higher toxicity category;
if it was lower than 50 per cent, the material would fall into the lower toxicity
category.

"3. Description of the test procedure

"3.1 Experimental animal. Healthy young adult male albino rats of Wistar

strain weighing 200 20 g should be used. The animals should be acclimatized to
the laboratory conditions for at least five days prior to the test. The temperature

of the animal room before and during the test should be 22 : 3°C and the relative
humidity should be 50-70 per cent. With artificial lighting, the sequence should

be 12 hours light, 12 hours dark. Conventional laboratory diets may be used for
feeding with an unlimited supply of drinking water. The animals should be group-caged
but the number of animals per cage should not interfere with proper observation of
each animal. Prior to the test the animals are randomizea and divided into two
groups, twenty animals in each group.

"3.2 Test substance. Each test substance should be appropriately identified
(chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility, stability, boiling
point, flash point, vapour pressure etc) and stored under conditions ensuring its
stability. The stability of the substance under the test conditions should also
be known.
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n3,3 Equipment. A constant vapour concentration may be produced by one of
several metheds.

n(i) by means of an automatic syringe which drops the material onto a
suitable heating system (e.g. hot plate),

"(ii) by -sending airsteam through a solution containing the material-
(e.g. bubbling chamber),

"(1ii) by diffvsion of the agent through a suitable material (e.g. diffusion
chamber).

"A dynamic inhalation system with a suitable analytical concentration control
system should be used. The rate of air flow should be adjusted to ensure that
conditions throughout the equipment are essentially the same. Both a whole body
individual chamber exposure or head only exposure may be used.

"3 4  Physical measurements. Measurements or monitoring should be conducted
of the following parameters:

1(§) the rate of air flow (preferably continuously),

n(ii) the actual concentration of the test substance during the exposed
period,

n(iii) temperature and humidity.

3.5 Test method. ;wenty animals are exposed for 10 minutes to the
concentration of 20C mg/m’ and then removed from the chamber. The number of dead
animals is determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If the death rate
is lower than 10 animals, another group of twgnty animals should be exposed for
10 minutes to the concentration of 2,000 mg/m”. The number of dead animals should
be determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If the result is doubtful
(e.g. death rate = 10), the test should be repeated.

3.6 Evaluation of results. If the.,death rate in the first group of animals
(exposed to the concentration of 200 mg/ms) is equal to or higher than 50 per cent,
the test substance will fall into the 'super-toxic lethal chemical' category.

If the death rate in the second group (exposed to the concentration of

2,000 mg/m’) is equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the test substance will fall
into the ‘'other legal chemical' category; if it is lower than 50 per cent, the
test substance will fall into the ‘'other harmful chemical'.

"4. Data reporting

"A test report should include the following information:

"(i) Test conditions. date and hour of the test, description of exposure
chamber (type, dimensions, source of air, system for generating the test
substance, method of conditioning air, treatment of exhaust air etc)
and cquipment for measuring temperature, humidity, air flow and
concentration of the test substance.
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"(11)

"(11i)

"(iv)

"(v)
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Exposure data: air flow rate, temperature and humidity of air, nominal

. concentration (total amount of test substance fed into the egquipment

divided by volume of air), actual concentration in test breathing zone.

Animal data: strain, weight and origin of animals.

Test substance characterization: chemical composition, origin, batch

W
number and purity (or impurities) of the substance; boiling point, .

flash point, vapour pressure; date of receipt, quantities received and
used in the test; condition of storage, solvent used in the test.

Results: number of dead animals in each group, evaluation of resulés.
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" Document Reggrding Action Prior to Entry into Force of the
Convention: Detailed Views

np document containing the following should be associated with the Convention:

). When signing the Convention, every State should declare whether chemical
weapons stocks or chemical weapors producticn facilities are under its control
anywhere or located within its territory.

"a. Not less than 90 days after the Convention is opened for signature a Preparatory
Commission, composed of representatives of all signatory States, should be convened
for the purpose of carrying ouc necessary preparations for the coming into force
of the Convention's provisions, including preparing the first session of the
Consultative Committee.

"3, The Commission should include one representative from each signatory. All
decisions should be made by consensus. The Preparatory Commission should remain in
existence until the Convention comes into force and thereafter until the first
meeting of the Consultative Committee. Its actions must be consistent with the
provisions of the Convention.

"4. The expenses of the Preparatory Commission should be met as follows (details).

"s., The Preparatory Commission should:

"(a) elect its own officers, adopt 1ts cwn rules of procedure, mcet as often as
necessary, determine its own place of meeting and establish such committees as it
deems necessary;

"(b) appoint an executive secretary and staff, who shall exercise powers and
perform such duties as the Commission determines;

"(c) make arrangements for the first session of the Consultative Committee,
including preparing a provisional agenda, drafting rules of procedure, and choosing
the site; and

n(d) make studies, reports, and recommendations for the consideration of the
Consultative Committee at its first meeting on procedural matters of concern to
the Committee winich would require immediate attention, including:

n(1) financing of the activities for which the Committee is responsible;

n(2) the programs and budget for the first year of the Committee's activities;

n(3) staffing of the Secretariat; and

"(4) the location of the permanent offices of the Committee.

"g. The Preparatory Commission should submit a comprehensive report on its
activities to the Consultative Committee at the Committee's first session.”
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CONFERENCE 0N DISARMAMENT 8 August 1984

ENGLISH
Original: RUSSIAN

"Working Paper
submitted by a group of socialist States

"The organization arnd functioning of the Consultative Committee
"I. General provisions and structure

"l. With a view to ensuring broader international consultations and co-operation,
exchanging information and promoting verification in ordcr to obtain compliance
with the provisions of the Convention, a Consultative Committec shall be established
by the States Parties to the Convention within 30 days after the Convention's entry
into forcc.

no, Each State Party shall bc entitled to designate a representative to the
Consultative Committee who may be accompaniecd at the meetings by one or more
advisers. The Chairman of the scssions of the Consultative Committce shall be
elected by the Consultative Committee itself.

"5. The Consultative Committee shall me.t in regular scssions annually unless it
decidus otherwisc. Every five years the Committec shall review the implementation
of thu Convention to wnsure that its objectives and provisions are being fulfilled.
An extraordinary (spscial) session of the Consultative Committes may be convened

to consider matters of urgency at the substantizted request of any of the

States Parties within 30 days of thé receipt of such a request.

"4. The Consultative Committee shall take its decisions orn matters of substance

by consensus. If consansus cannot be reached during the sussion, cach State Party
may record its opinion in the final report of thc session for subscquent study by
the Govurnments of the other States Parties tu the Convention. D:ocisions on
procedurzl matters related to the organization of work cf the Committes shall be
taken by consensus wherc possible, and otharwisc by a majority of these present and
voting.

"5. Thé results of the sessions of the Consultative Committee shall be raflected
in the rccords of its meetings and in the final report which shall be circulated to
all the States Parties.
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"6. In the intervals between sessions, questions relatinz to promoting the
implementation of and ccmpliance with the Convention shall be aealt with by the
Executive Council acting on behalf of the Consultative Committee.

The Executive Council shail te composed of 15 members representatives of the
States Farties and 2 Chairman, who shall be the Chairman of the last session of the
Consultative Committee, Ten members of the Council shall be elected by the
Consultative Committee after consultation with the States_ Parties, taking into account
the principle of equitable political and geographical representation, for a term of
two years, five members being replaced each year. The remaining five seats shall be
reserved for the permanent members of the Security Council parties to the Convention.
"7. The Executive Council shall take its decisions on matters of substance by
consensus. If consenshs'with regard to a request for on-site inspection cannot be
reached within 24 nours, the State subject to the request shall be informed of the
individual opinions expressed by all the members of the Executive Council on the-
matter. The Executive Council shall take its decisions on procedural matters related
to the organization of its work by consensus wnere possible, and ‘otherwise by a
majority of those present and voting. ’
ng. The Technical Secretariat shall be staffed proceeding from €he principle of
equitable political and geographical representation of States Parties. It shall be
composed of inspectors and experts who shall be nationals of the States Parties.
ng, The Consultative Committee may establish such subsidiary technical bodies as
may be necessary. ‘ ) '

"II. Functions

"The Consultative Committee shall:

". Provide a forum for discussion by all the States Parties concerned.of all
issues related to implementationof zud compliance with the Convention;

"o, Co-ordinate all ferms of verification and provide for communication
between national and intérnational verification bocdies;

"3, Elaborate, in agreement with all Parties, standard verification techniques;

4. Receive, store and disseminate information presented by the States Parties
in accordance with the Convention, including declarations, notifications and
statements on chemical weapon stockpiles and production facilities, plans for the
destruction or diversion of such stockciles and for the elimination (destruction,
dismantling or diversion) of the facilities, and annual declarations concerning
chemicals for permitted purposes that are produced, diverted from stockpiles, used,

acquired cr transferred;
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"5, Provide the States Parties, at their request, with services in respect of
holding consultaticns zmong themselves on questions with regard to implementation of
and compliance with the Convention,; z2s well as in respect of exchanging information
on a bilateral or multilateral basis or obtaining services from relevant intermational
organizations;

"6. Adopt, at its first seasion, the criteria that it will subsequently use to
determine the modalities and time frames for on-site inspections at each facility
for the destruction of stoclipiles or fer the production of supertoxic lethal
chemicals for vermitted purposes;

", Verify, in accordance with the provisions of the Convention, reports on the
use of chemical weapons;

"3, Determine, on the basis of the information presented by the States Parties
on chemical weanon stockpiles and the technicsl characteristics of the facilitias
for thelir destruction, as well as on the technical characteristics of the facilities
for the production o:i' supertoxic letnal chemicals for permitted purposes, the
nodalities and time frames for‘the'inplementation of international on-site
inspections at each iudividual facility, proceeding from the agreed criteria;

"9, Consider reques%ts {or on-site inspections filed by States Parties and, in
the event of a positive decision, carry cut the inspection, subject to the ‘consent
of tae host State;

"0. Assign. in cas2s of on-site inspections by challenge, conducted by
agrecment directly between the States Parties concerned, inspectors from its
Technical Secrctariat to participate .n such inspections, if this is requested by
one or several States Farties:

"11, Approve the =eports of the Executive Council containing information on
implementation of and compliance with tne Convention, recommendations on particular
technical matrweirs ar! tha factual rerorct on the work dons by the Executive Council
between the sessions of the Consultative Committee;

r12. Consider and dzcide upon administrative and financial questions and
approve the budgat on th: basis of an zgreed scale of financial contributions.

"IIT. Co-—operation with the national verification bodies of the Stateg Parties
"The Consultative Committee shall:

"l. Hold regular meetinzs on a bilateral or multilaveral basis, uith the
national bodiez Of the States Parties in ~rder to enhance the effectiveness of

co-operation ir ensuring coarliznce with thoe Convention;
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2, Provide, within a specially established technicesl bedy, trazining for she

personnel of the national verification bodies in standerd internationsl verification
techniques and the use of the relevant equipnent;

"3,  Elsborate, in agreement with the States Perties, procedures for sezling
chenmical weapon production faciiities (or their key points), design the sealing
devices and formulate reccrmendations for their possible use by the national
verification bodies of the States Parties;

"4. In the course of inspections the inspecting persomnel shall have the right
to request 2ssistance from the officials of the nationsl bodies in charge of tke
implementation of the Convention on any natters related %o such inspecticns;

"5, A State Party which has received a notification of s regular international
systematic on~-site inspection or of 2 challenge on-site inspection specifying the
concrete purpose of such on inspection, the zpproximate time of the arrival of th
inspection team at the point of entry into the territory of the State Party conce: aed
and the qualifications and names of the inspectors and their nationalities, shall
aclmowledge receipt of the notification within two days and shall provide in its
turn (in tke case of a chellenge inspection — subject to its agreement thereto) a
list of officials representing the national body in charge of the implementstion of
the Convention who could, for their part, facilitate and provide support for the
conduct of the inspection.”
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E. Prevention of an arms race in outer space
99. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an arms race 1in outer

space" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme
of work, during the periods 19-23 March and 16-20 July 1984.

100. The following documents were submitted to the Conference in connection
with the item during the 1984 session:

(a) Document CD/329/Rev.l, dated 29 February 1984, submitted by the
Group of 21, entitled '"Draft Mandate for Ad Hoc [Subsidiary body] on
Item 5 of the Agenda of the Conference on Disarmament entitled 'Prevention
of an Arms Race in Outer Space'".

(b) Document CD/329/Rev.2, dated 20 July 1984, submtted by the
Group of 21, entitled "Draft Mandate for A4 Hoc Committee on Item 5 of
the Agenda of the Conference on Disarmament entitled 'Prevention of an
Arms Race 1in Outer Space'".

(c) Document CD/476, dated 20 March 1984, submitted by the
delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled '"Draft Treaty
on the Prohibition of the Use of Force in Outer Space and from Space
against the Earth".

(d) Document CD/510, dated 18 June 1984, submitted by the delegation
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Answers by
Mr. K.U. Chernenko, General-Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, to questions
by a United States journalist, Mr. J. Kingsbury-Smith".
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(e) Document CD/527, dated 30 July 1984, submitted by the delegations of
Austialia; Belgium; Canada; France; Germany, Federal Republic of; 1Italy;
Japan; Netherlands;- United Kingdom; .and United States of America, entitled
"Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee om item 5 of the agenda of the Conference
on Disarmiment, entitled: 'Prevention of .an arms race in outer space'".

(f) Document €D/529, dated 2 August 1984, submitted by a group of socialist
countries, entitled "Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee on item 5 of the agenda
‘af the Conference on Disarmament”.
101.~In-conriection with agenda item 5, a contact group was established with the.
task of formulating an appropriate mandste for sn ad hoc committee under this item.
The zontact group held a number of meatings under the guidance of the President of
the Conference on Disarmament. . Various proposals were considered in the- contact
gro@p but no consensus coulcd be reached. Formal proposals were submitted- by the
Group of 21 (CD/329/Rev.l and Rev.2), by a group of socialist countries (CD/529)
and by a number of Western delegations (Ccb/527). At the 281st plenary meeting on
14 August 1934, at the request of the Group of 21, the President put before the
Conference for'decision the proposal of that Group3,-contained in document CD/329/Rev.2,
on a mandate for an ad hoc committee on item 5 of the agenda. On behalf~of a
group of western countries, it was stated that the group was not in a position to
join.in aconsensus on the proposal contained in document CD/329/Rev.2. The group
of socialist countrics expressed its support for the draft mandate contained in
document €D/329/Rev.2. The President stated that there was then no consensus at
present on the adoption of the draft mandate contained in document CD/329/Rev.2.
Thereafter, at the request of a group of socialist countries, the President put
before the Confeprence: for decision the draft mandate proposed by that group in
document CD/9529. On behalf of a group of western countries it was stated thaf- the
group. could not partigipate in a consensus on that document. The President stated
that there was no consensus at present on the proposal of a graqup of socialist
countries. contained in document CD/529. The draft mandate contained in
document CD/527 was not submitted for decision. A number of delegations indicated
that £hey pould not support the draft mandate contained in document CD/527.

102. Sevgral delegations addressed various issues relating to the prevention of an
arms race in outer space at plenary meetings of the Conference.
103. The Group of 21 reiterated that outer space was the common heritage of

mankind an¢ should be preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes. It also
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recalled that paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament stated that: "In order to prevent an
arms race in outer space, further measures should be taken and appropriate
international negotiations held 1n accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer
Space, 1including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies." The Group of 21 further
stressed that oy resolution 33/70 which had been adopted by 1.7 votes in favour

to 1 against, with 1 abstention, the General Assembly had, inter alia,requested

the Conference to consider as a matter of priority the question of preventing an
arms race in outer space and to establish a subsidiary body at the beginning of its
1984 session with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all 1ts aspects
in outer space. It was noted, however, that although the resolution was adopted
with only one vote against and one abstention, the Conference on Disarmament found
itself unable to implement it because of the opposition of some members of one group
which continued to abuse the rule of consensus. In this connection, it was recalled
that the Group of 21 had suocmitted two years ago a proposal reproduced in

document CD/330 of 13 September 1982, to amend Article 25 of the Rules of Procedure
to make it read as follows: "The rule of consensus shall not be used either in such
a way as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary organs for the effective
performance of the functions of the Committee 1n accordance with the priorities
established inthe Final Document and in conformity with the provisions of rule 23.n
Members of the Group expressed serious concern about the perils posed by the
extension of the arms race in outer space, in particular an increased danger of
nuclear war. In their view, disturbing developments were taking place that
underscored the urgency of initiating negotations in the Conference to prevent an
arms race in outer space. The Group of 21 considered, therefore, that unless urgent
steps were taken now to prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space and

its use for hostile purposes, it would soon be too late to reverse the trend. In
this connection, some delegations held the view that tests and development of ‘
anti-satellite weapons underscored the need for urgent measures, and that an
agreement, or agrecments, should cover the banning of development, testing and
deployment of ASAT-weapons on edarth, in the atmosphere and in outer space as well

as the destruction of existing ASAT-systems.
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104. The group of socialist countries stressed that to prevent outer space from

being militarized wasa problem of importance of the whole of mankind. The

group advocated the creation without delay of a subsidiary body on this item to

start practical negotiations to prevent an arms race in outer space. =~ In this
connection, mcmbers of the group drew attention to the draft treaty on.the prohibition
of the mse of forcs in outer space and from space against the earth (CD/476) proposed
by the nuclear-weapon State belonging to that group and referred to the Conference by.
a decision of the thirty-eighth session of the United Nations General Assembly. It
was emphasized that the draft provided for a ban on testing and deployment in outer
space of any space-based weapons to be used against targets located on the earth's
surface, in the atmosphere and in outer space as well as for a radical solution to
the anti-satellite weapons issue. It was also pointed out that the nuclear-weapon
State belonging to that group, in order to facilitate an agreement on prevent;ng ﬁhe
militarizetion of outer space, had in 1983 declared a unilateral moratorium on the
launching of antimsatellite weapons in outer space, i.e, had taken a unilateral
obligation to refrain from launching any kind of anti-satellite weapons into outer
space as long as other States, including the other major nuclear-weapon Power, elso’
refrain from similar actions. Members of the group also emphasized the dangex ‘
represented by the plan of elaborating "large scale and highly efficient anti-
ballistic missile defence". They pointed out that the creation of a space-based ABM
could disrupt the linkage between strategic offensive and defensive grmaments
embodied in the 1972 agreements between the two major nuclear-weapon powers and open
a new round of strategic arms race. They also stressed that the space-bascd ABM
defence concept was extremely dangerous also from the point of view‘that it would
create an illusion of impunity and thus make a first nuclear strike more possible.
105. A nuclear-weapon State not belonging to any group believed that the importance
and. urgeney of the subject underlined the need o set up a subsidiary body to deal
with the question. In its view, the primary task at present should be the
prohibition of all épace weapons, including anti-satellite weapons, which impaired
the stability of ,outer space.  This should include a ban.op the development,
testing, ‘production, deployment and usec of such weapons and the destruction of
existing space weapon systems.
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106. A number of delegations, including three nuclear-weapon States, reaffirmed the
importance and the urgency of preventing an arms race in outer space and expressed
their readiness to support the establishment of a subsidiary body which would identify
in the first instance through substantive exemination, issues relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. In their view, an analysis of relevant
international agreements, both bilateral and multilateral, should constitute the
starting point in the consideration of the subject. It would help to identify the
different issues relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, to locate
loopholes or gaps in existing legal instruments and to determine the neceded remedial
measures. These countries also believed that such an analysis would be useful in

the examination of existing proposals and future initiatives on the subject. One
Western nuclear-weapon State stated that it considered that strategic defence research,
if successful, could reduce the need to rely on offensive nuclear weapons and thus
reduce the risk of initiation of nuclear war. One delegation recalled the explanation
of vote given on the adoption of resolution 38/70 by the First Committee of the
General Assembly,namely that paragraph 7 of that resolution could not be construed as
prescribing the terms of a mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee of the Conference on
Disarmament. That delegation, supported by many others, held that it was the
responsibility of the Conference, which is an autonomous body operating by consensus,
to work out the specific terms of reference for its subsidiary bodies in a way
acceptable to all,

107. Members of the Group of 21 expressed the view that while they did not minimize
the usefulness of the identification, through substantive examination,of issues
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space as an initial stage in the
work of the subsidiary body, they—maintained, however, that the mandate should spell
out the ultimate objective of the subsidiary body, namely, to reach an agreement or
agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer

spacé, as specifically requested by the United Nations General Assembly in its
resolution 38/70.

108. The group of socialist countries noted that the proposal by some States to study
the existing norms of international law concerning the use of outer space for peaceful
purposes, and all the issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer

space as well as to examine all existing proposals and future initiatives but without
a mandate to negotiate, was being advanced in order to shelve the urgent negotiations
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on the issue of preventing the ayns race in outer space, Westemn delegations arguod
that in order to define bosszble areas of negotiation the Conference on Disarmament
must first have a clear and shared idea of the issues involved in the prevention of
an arms raceLin outer space.

109. One‘western nuclear-weapon State expressed its concern as regards the possible
consequences of the competition in the militery use of outer space through ABM or
ASAT Systems - such systems implying serious risks of destebilization 2s well as
negative consequences for the prospects of co-operation towards the peaceful uses

of outer space. This State considered that the Conference on Disarmament was the
appropriate forum to consider these problems. It considered at the same time that
direct discussions between tne United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics'should take placec. In_this regard it underlined the necd for the
initiation of an effort at international consultation governing the following

points: (1) the strict limitation of anti-satellite systems, including in particular
the prohibition of all such systems capablc of hitting satellites in high orbit, the
protection of which was the most important from the point of view of-strategic
balance; (2) the prohibition, for a renevable period of five yeers, of the
deployment on the ground, in the atmosphore or in space .of beam-veapon systems
capable of destroylng ballistic misgiles or satellites at grest distances and, &s

the corollary to this, the banning of the corresponding tests; (3) the strengthening
of the present system of declaration as established by the Convention of

14 June 1975 on the registration of space pbjects, with each State or launching
agency undertaking to provide more detailed information on the specifications and
purposes of objects launched so as to improve the .possibility of verification; -

(4) a pledge by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
to extend to the satellites of third countries the provisions concerning the immunity
of certain space objects on which they have reached bilateral agreement between themselves.
110. A Western delegation proposed the following measures for consideration:

(1) agreement on minimum separation distances for satellites in orbit or in trensit
to orbit; (2) agreement on prompt cormunication to an intermational authority of

the full orbital elements of space objects and detailed disclosure of the nature

of its mission; (3) co-operative measures to.permit ready verification of orbit

and general function of space objects; and (4) elaboration of a detailed set of
principles‘or circumstances to identify interest in and responsibility for a space

object.
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111. Scome delegations of the Group of 21 recalled their proposals, in which areas
for considsration by a subsidiary body of the Conference had been identified as
follows:
(i) Negotiations to draft a comprehensive agreement or agreements, as
appropriate, to prohibit:

(a) the stationing in orbit around the earth, on any celestial bodies
or at any other location in outer space of any weapon which has been
designed to inflict injury or cause any other form of damage on the
earth, in the atmosphere or on objects placed in space; and

(b) the testing, production, deployment or use of any space-based,
air-based or ground-based weapon system which is designed to damage,
destroy or interfere with the functioning of any spacecraft of any
nation,

(ii) Examining the feasibhility of extending Article IV of the Outer Space
Treaty of 1967 to include a ban omr all kinds of weapons from space,
including all weapons based in space‘for use against any target and all
anti-satellite weapons regardless of where they are based.

(iii) Prohibition by international agreements of damage, disturbance or harmful
interference in the normal functioning of pemmitted space objects, in
order to strengthen the Outer Space Treaty of 1967 and to confirm the
International Telecamunications Convention.

112, Many delegations expressed their utmost concern about the plans for development
of entirely new types of weapons systems in outer space in the name of defensive
weapons, These delegations warned against under-estimating the grave implications
of the developments of these weapons and the urgent need for taking action before 1t.
was too late. It was a well-considered view of these delegations that the newest
round of weapons being planned for outer space would involve a ruinous expenditure
involving undreds of billions of dollars in the initial phase itself and that
diversion of this magnitude of resources was bound to disrupt the economic structure
of even the economically most poweiful countries and would have disastrous
consequenees for the global economy, particularly for the economies of the developing
countries. They were also convinced that despite such colossal expenditure the
weapons being sought would only exacerbate rather than redress the current state of
instability inherent to the presence of global muclear arsenals. They

sounded a very serious warning that a point of no return would soon be reached if
within the next year or two effective steps were not taken to stop the introduction
of the proposed weapons systems in outer space. They therefore proposed that the
Conference on Disarmament should not waste time in quibbling over superficial issues
but should rather focus its attention on undertaking urgent negotiations for

preventing an arms race in outer space in all its aspects.
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113. One delegation held that the two major nuclear-areapon States should inform
the Conference about their duscussions conéerning the possible initiation of
bilateral negotiations. That delegation believed that, in view of the past
experience with bilateral negotiations on other disarmament issues, it was
necessary to ensure that bilateral efforts would not be detrimental to
multilateral action in the framework of the Conference.

114. In view of the absence of a consensus on an appropriate mandate for an
ad hoc committee on item 5, no progress was achieved on this item in the
Conference during its 1984 session.

F, Effective international arrangements to assure non=nuclear-sreapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

115. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to
agssure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of
work, during the periods 26-30 March and 23-27 July 1984.
116, The list of new documents presented to the Conference durings its
1984 session under the agends item is contained in the Report submitted by the
Ad Hoc Committee referred to in the following paragraph.
117. At its 284th plenary meeting on 23 August 1984, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re—established by the Conference under the agenda
item at its 245th plenary meeting (see paragraphs 10 and 11 above). That Report
(¢D/536) is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:
| "I, Introduction
"]. At its 245th plenary meeting, on 28 February 1984, the Conference on

Disarmament decided to re—establish for the duration of its 1984 session,

an ad hoc subsidiary body on effective intermational arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear '
weapons on the basis of its former mandate. The Conference further decided
that the ad hoc subsidiary body would report to the Conference on the
progress of its work before the conclusion of the 1984 session. The term
'ad hoc subsidiary body' was used pending a decision by the Conference on
its designation (document CD/441).
"2, At its 248th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1984, the Conference decided
to designate the ad hoc subsidiary body as an 'Ad Hoc Committee!

(document CD/446).
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"TI. Organization of work and documents

"3, A% 1ts 270th plenary meeting, on 5 July 1984, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Borislav Konstantinov (Bulgaria) as Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. M. tassandra, United Nations Department for Disarmament
Affairs, served as Secretary to the Ad Hoc Committee.

"4. The Ad Hoc Committee held 11 meetings between 16 July and 15 August 1984.

"5. At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the followaing States not members of the Conference to
participate i1n the meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee during the 1984 session:
Colombia, Democratic Yemen, Finland, Norway, Senegal and Spain.

"6. In carrying out 1ts mandate, the Ad Hoc Comm ttee took into ac.ount
paragraph 59 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the

General Asgembly devoted to disarmament, in which !'... the nuclear-weapon States
are called upon to take steps to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States ageinst
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The General Assembly notes the
declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States and urges them to pursue efforts
to con.lude, as appropriate, effe.tive arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'. During the course
of 1ts work, the vomm ttee alsoc took into account other relevant paragraphs of
the Final Document.

"7. In addition to the documents of previous sessions related to the item, ;/
the Ad Hoc Committee had before 1t the following two documents prepared by the
Secretariat:

"(a) A compilation of statements made and action taken during the
thirty-eighth regular session of the General Assembly in 1983;

"(b) A compilation of statements made in plenary meetings of the vonference
on Disarmament during the Spring session of 1984.

"TTIT. Subsgtantive work

"8. Bearing in mind the conclusions and recommendations contained in the report
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the item to the Committee on Disarmament in 1983
(UD/4175, consultations and discussions took place with a view to overcoming

difficulties faced ever since the inception of discussions on this item in 1979.

"9, Many delegations stated that so long as nuclear weapons exist and can be
used, there will be no security for anyone. They further reiterated their belief
that nuclear disarmament constituted the most effective security assurance against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

'QL/ The list of documents of previous sessions up to and including the
1982 session 1s contained in the report of the Ad Ho. Working Group on Effective
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear Weapon States against the Use
or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons to the Committee on Disarmament, in view of
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
(CD/285). The list of documents submitted to the 1983 session is contained in
the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group to the Committee on Disarmament (CD/417).
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110. Other delegations, including three nuclear-weapon States, expressed the view
that, while nuclear disarmament was undoubtedly of the greatest importance, vital
significance was attached to the unconditional adherence by all States to the
commitment contained in Article 2 of the United Nations tharter to refrain from
the threat or use of force except in the exercise of their inalienable right to
individual or collective self-defence. In this context, they reaffirmed the
position of their States that none of their weapons, nuclear or conventional,
would ever be used except in response to armed attack. In the opinion of other
delegations i1ncluding one nuclear-weapon State the United Nations Charter cannot
be invoked to justify the first-use of nuclear weapons. Those same delegations
expressed their regret that despite the repeated declarations of one group of
States about 1ts peaceful intentions 1t had failed to respond adequately to the
proposal for concluding a treaty on the mutual non-use of military force and the
maintenance of relations of peace between the Warsaw Treaty Member States and the
Member States of the North Atlantic Alliance, a treaty which would be open to all
other States as well.

"11, A number of delegations generally regretted the fact that there had been no
forward movement in the negotiations on the question since last year and they
reiterated the Group of 21's view, contained in document CD/280, and again in
document CD/407, that further negotiations in the committee were unlikely to be
fruatful so long as nuclear-weapon States did not exhibit a genuine political will
to reach a satisfactory agreement. They were of the view that nuclear-weapon
States were wnder the obligation to guarantee in clear and categorical terms that
non-nuclear-weapon States will not be subjected to attacks or threats of attacks
with nuclear weapons.

"12. One nuclear-~weapon Stgﬁe reirterated 1ts unconditional guarantee not to use
or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States and nuclear-free-
zones. Another nuclear-weapon State stressed the importance of its umilateral
obligation never to use nuclear weapons against those States which renounce the
production and acquisition of such weapons and do not have them on their
territory. Three other nuclear-weapon States underlined that the wmilateral
declarations they had made were credible and reliable and amounted to firm
declarations of policy. Many of the delegations from non-nuclear-weapon States,
however, held that the inflexibility of the concerned nuclear-weapon States to
remove the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained in their wmilateral
declarations reduced to nothing the credibility of these declarations. Those
delegations further stated that with only one exception the so-called 'assurances'
that had been unilaterally proclaimed, were more in the nature of permissible
scenarios for the use of weapons that may end human civilization. Three
nuclear-weapon States rejected this argument and stated that the assurances they
had provided had been solemnly and formally given and remained fully in force.

One nuclear—weapon State declared that its unilateral commitment never to use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against those States which renounce the production
and acquisition of such weapons and do not have them on their territories was
effective and reliable and met the vital interests of non-nuclear-weapon States.

"13, In the view of many delegations the point of view expressed above by four
nuclear-weapon States confirmed their opinion that the question of negative
security assurances continued to be approached by nuclear-weapon States from the
narrow point of view of their security perceptions vis-&-vis each other, and not
as a provisional measure aimed at providing effective guarantees to assure the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States pending concrete measures of nuclear
disarmament.
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"14. The importance of effective security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was reaffirmed. Some
delegations held that there was an urgent need to reach agreement on a !'common
formula' which could be included in an international instrument of a legally
binding character. There was no objection in principle to the idea of an
international convention; however, the difficulties involved were also pointed
out. Some delegations suggested that pending agreement on those matters elements
of interim arrangements should be explored. In this regard different aspects as
to the form and substance of such arrangements were analysed.

"15. Some delegations were of the view that, since nuclear-weapon States had not
revised their positions, the Ad Hoc Committee had exhausted the present
possibilities of discussion on the subject. Several delegations expressed the
view that further ways and means should be explored to overcome the difficulties
encountered in the negotiations to reach an appropriate agreement on effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
threat or use of nuclear weapons.

"16. The question of how to harmonize different views and find a 'common formula!
was considered. A number of delegations expressed the view that the !common
formula' should be based on a non-use or non-first-use clause. Other delegations,
including three nuclear-weapon States, maintained that the common ground should
embody two elements - the status of non-nuclear-weapon States and a non-attack
provigion. It was stressed that the 'common formula' should first of all meet

the wishes of the non-nuclear-weapon States and be conducive to the strengthening
of their security.

"17. Many delegations felt that the very term 'mon-nuclear-weapon States! was
unambiguous and self-explanatory and it ruled out, by definition, any further
need to elaborate on the status of such States. In connection with the non-attack
provision, many delegations expressed the view that Article 51 of the

United Nations Charter cannot be invoked to justify the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of self-defence in the case of armed
attack not involving the use of nuclear weapons, since nuclear war would threaten
the very survival of mankind. Other delegations maintained that no provision of
the United Nations uvharter limits the right of States to make use of the means
they deem the most appropriate, subject to existing international agreements, in
exercise of their inherent raght of individual or collective self-defence as
recognized in Article 51.

"18. Some delegations considered that a resolution of the Security tCouncil
containing a common denominator could be an acceptable interim solution but not a
subgtitute to a final solution. Many delegations expressed the view that a common
denominator should be an unconditional guarantee similar to that given by one
nuclear-weapon State. Some delegations bearing in mind the difficulties involved
in formulating & common approach suggested that interpretative statements might be
envisaged. At the same time views were expressed that such statements should be
similar, if not i1dentical, but at least not mutually exclusive. Many delegations
stated that a 'common formula' was politically, legally and technically possible
1f four of the five nuclear-weapon States were to review their policies and
formulate revised positions so as to respond positively to the legitimate concerns
of the neutral and non-aligned States.
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119, A number of delegations proposed that security assurances to non-nuclear-
weapon States be considered in a broad perspective. To that effect, they
suggested an examination of the relevance of the non-first-use of nuclear weapons
commi tment to the granting of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States.
It was pointed out that a non-first-use wmdertaking if agreed by all nuclear-
weapon States and applied generally had global bearing. They also suggested that
a mutual non-use of force commitment would serve to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. They also underl ined
the importance of the question of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones,
especially in Europe, which should be subject to security assurances. Many
delegations considered that for the establishment of such zones to be effective,
they should be fully complied with and nuclear-weapon States should effectively
respect the status of such zones through adequate verification procedures, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons. In that
connection they further stated the view that the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States would be enhanced if the nuclear weapons deployed by nuclear-weapon States
in oceans and in other territories should be withdrawn. They also expressed

the view that nuclear-weapon States should refrain from military manoeuvres

with nuclear weapons in close proximty to States not possessing nuclear weapons,
thus endangering their security.

120, Other delegations were of the view that an undertaking not to be the first
to use nuclear weapons did not constitute an effective and credible guarantee to
non~-nuclear-weapon States, in so far as its validity erga ommes may at any
goment be called into question by the actions of another nuclear-weapon State.
These delegations furthermore argued that a commi tment not to be the first to use
nuclear weapons, by its very nature, could only be thought of in the context of
the relations between the nuclear-weapon States themselves, and therefore had no
relevance to the subject matter. They also maintained that a matual non-use of
force commitment was already contained in the charter of the United Nations.
Other delegations pointed out in that respect that a wnilateral non-first-use
undertaking, if assumed by all nuclear-weapon States without exception, would
constitute an effective guarantee erga omnes and thus it would strengthen the
security of all non-nuclear-weapon States. Those same delegations expressed the
view that a non-first-use commitment assumed by all nuclear-weapon States would
amownt to a clear guarantee that nuclear weapons would not be used against
non-nuclear-weapons States since these States by virtue of their non-possession
of nuclear weapons could never provoke retaliation. 4 number of delegations
pointed out that it was precisely for this latter reason that they had stated
that the notion of non-first-use was not relevant in connection with the relations
between nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States.

121, Many delegations strongly felt that because of the obvious vulnerability of
the non-nuclear-weapon States to attacks or threats of attacks with nuclear
weapons, the nuclear-weapon States were under an obligation to undertake a
legally binding commitment, without any pre-conditions or caveats, not to attack
or threaten to attack the former with nuclear weapons. These States were further
of the view that such assurances should not be subject to divergent
interpretations. They also rejected the option to use nuclear weapons contained
in some daclarations, and felt that all States not in possession of nuclear
weapons qualified irrespective of any other considerations. Moreover, the
provision of negative security assurances did not require any further commi tments
from those receiving such assurances. These delegations also held that provision
of conditional guarantees could not extenuate the danger posed by the existing
nuclear arsenals, and that nuclear disarmament and the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons were essential to remove the danger of nuclear wer.



CD/540
page 173

122, Some delegations argued that the question of non-stationing of nuclear
weapons on the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States could not form an
additional criterion for the eligibility of non-nuclear-weapon States. These
delegations appealed to the nuclear-weapon State that had so far insisted on the
non-stationing criterion to drop it from its security guarantee so as to bring 1%
in line with other guarantee declarations and move closer to a 'common formula'.
In this connection, these delegations argued that the addition of a non-
gtationing criterion deviated from the definition of & non-nuclear-weapon State
as contained in Security Coumcil resolution 255 of 19 June 1968, as well as in
the Non-Proliferation Treaty and other internationally binding commitments,
definitions on which a great number of non-nuclear-weapon States had predicated
their renunciation of the nuclear option. They also pointed out that the
credibility of the non-stationing criterion was undermined by the fact that the
same nuclear-weapon State that had introduced that criterion had subsequently
deployed nuclear weapons on the territory of several other non-nuclear-weapon
States. The importance of the non-stationing criterron was stressed by a

number of delegations. They expressed the view that the non-~stationing of
nuclear weapons on the territory of non-nuclear-wespon States was in full
conformity with the vital interests of those States and represented a credible
and realistic basis for the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States. These delegations felt that attempts by some delegations to complicate
discussion and detract the Ad Hoc Committee from its main task by addressing
various aspects of the problem of nuclear weapons in Europe were firmly rejected.
These delegations expressed the view that the policies pursued by some cowntries
represented in the Ad Hoc vommittee led to further worsening of the situation in
Burope. These delegations strongly appealed to the nuclear-weapon States that
had so far insisted on the non-attack and alliance or association craiteria to
drop them from their declarations on security assurances and to bring them in line
with the other commitments of security assurances by adopting the non-stationing
criterion thus making it possible to move towards a 'common formuila'. They also
pointed out that it was wrong to interpret the non-stationing criterion as in any
way deviating from the non-nuclear-weapon status since it comstituted an important
additional element for provading effective security assurances. In this
connection they also argued that the addition of the non-attack and alliance

or agsociation criteria contradicted the security assurances as contained in
Security vouncil resolution 255 of 19 Jume 1968. They also emphasized that the
stationing of new medium range nuclear weapons on the territories of non-nuclear-
weapon States and the subsequent increase in the danger of nuclear war had made
the non-stationing criterion even more relevant. They also stressed that the
absence of the non-stationing criterion in negative security assurances which
would open the wsy for deployment of nuclear weapons in different regions of the
world, cannot but have an adverse effect on the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States.

123, Some delegations pointed out that another contradiction existed in the
security guarantee of the nuclear-weapon State that had also insisted on the
non-stationing criterion. They also felt that, while that nuclear-weapon State
d14 not include in its declaration a non-attack clause, collateral utterances by
high representatives of that country, as well as a declaration of that country
made on adhering to Additional Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco suggested
that that nuclear-weapon State would practice a non-attack clause almost
identical with that contained in three other security guarantee declarations.
However, other delegations simultaneously pointed out that the utferances by
several delegations expressed above were completely unfounded. The subjective
interpretation of matters relevant to a specific international instrument of a
regional nature only further complicated the search for a common formula of
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
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the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. A number of delegations expressed
strong preference for positions of countries to be advanced and explained by the .
representatives of the respective countries themselves.

"24. One delegation observed that the issue of negative security assurances which
had started as a legitimate demand of the non-nuclear-weapon States was
increasingly becoming an East-West question, thus making any progress even more
difficult. This delegation, therefore, was of the opinion that a possible way out
of the existing 1mpasse could be to provide negative security assurances only to
those non-nuclear—weapon States which were outside the two major alliance systems
of the present world. This delegation argued that the States parties to these
alliances had already made their choice and were enjoying positive security
assurances, i.e., the nuclear protection offered by the super-Power to which they
were aligned. However, in case any State from any of these two alliances was
interested 1n negative security assurances it could qualify for the same ty opting
out of its alliance gystem.

"25, The discussion of the suggested approaches and proposals remained
inconclusive. Hence, regarding the future work of the Conference on Disarmament
on effective intemational arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, several delegations expressed
the view that it should be determined whether there has been a change in the
positions of nuclear-weapon States toward the issue, as stated in paragraph 12
above, before any substantive progress can be achieved.

"IV. Conclusions and recommendations

126, The Ad Hoc Committee reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively assured by the nuclear—weapon States against the use or threat of

use of nuclear weapons pending effective measures of nuclear disarmament. Work on
the substance of the effective arrangements and discussion on various aspects and
elements of an interim solution however revealed that specific difficulties
relating to differing perceptions of security interests of nuclear-weapon States
and non-nuclear-weapon States persisted and that the complex nature of the issues
involved continued to prevent agreement.

"27, Against this background, the Ad Hoc vommittee recommends to the Conference
on Disarmament that ways and means should continue to be explored to overcome the
difficulties encountered in its work and to carry out negotiations on the
question of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Accordingly, it was
generally agreed that the Ad Hoc tommittee should be re-established at the
beginning of the 1985 session on the understanding that consultations should take
place in order to determine the most appropriate course of action, including the
resumption of the activities of the Ad Hoc vommi ttee 1tself."

G. New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons;
radiological weapons

118. The item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such.weapons; radiological weapons" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods

2-6 April and 30 July-3 August 1984.

119. The list of new documents presented to the Conference during its 1984 session
under the agenda item is contained in the report submitted Yy the Ad Hoc vommittee
referred to in the following paragraph. -
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120. At 1ts 284th plenary meeting on 23 August 1984, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee established by the Conference under the agenda item
at its 259th plenary meeting (see paragraphs 10 and 11 above). That Report
(cD/533) is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"], In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 259th plenary meeting held on 17 April 1984, as contained in document UD/499,
the A4 Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was established for the duration of
the 1984 session with a view to reaching agreement on a convention prohibiting
the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons. The
Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc vommittee would report to it on the
progress of its work before the conclusion of the 1984 session.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2, At 1ts 259th plenary meeting on 17 April 1984, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Milés Vejvoda of Czechoslovekia as Chairman of the

Ad Hoc vommittee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations Department for
Disarmament Affairs, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc vommittee.

"3, The Ad Hoc Lommittee held 11 meetings from 15 Jume to 10 August 1984. In
addition, the thairman held a number of informal consultations with delegations.

"4. At their request, the representatives of the following States not members of
the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee:
Finland, Norway and Spain.

"5, In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc vommittee took into account
paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

Thited Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmement. It also took into
consideration the relevant recommendations of the United Nations Disarmament
Commission, in particular those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament
Decade in 1980. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the

General Assembly on the subject at its previous sessions, the Ad Hoc vommittee
took into account in particular resolution 38/188D of the General Assembly of

20 December 1983. Paragraphs 1 to 3 of that resolution read as follows:

"'l. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue negotiations with a
view to a prompt conclusion of the elaboration of a convention prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons in order
that it may be submitted to the General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session;

"12, Purther requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue its search
for a prompt solution to the question of prohibition of attacks on nuclear
facilities, including the scope of such prohibition, taking into accownt all
proposals submitted to it to this end;

"13. Takes note of the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Radiological Weapons, in the report adopted by the vommi ttee on Disarmament, to
re-establish an Ad Hoc Working Group at the beginning of its 1984 session to
continue its work and in that context to review and assess how best to make
progress on the subject matter.'
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"6, In addition to the documents of previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee
had before it the following new documents for consideration:

- (D/530, dated 3 August 1984, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Proposals for
parts of a Treaty Prohibiting Radiological Weapons and the Release or
Dissemination of Radioactive Material for Hostile Purposes! (also issued
as UD/RW/WP.52 of 18 June 1984)

- CD/RW/WP.53, dated 20 June 1984, sutmitted by the Uhited Kingdom,
entitled 'A definition relevant to the prohibition of attacks on
nuclear facilities!

- (D/RW/WP.54, dated 12 July 1984, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Notes from
the intervention by Ambassador Ekéus on 21 June 1984 concerning criteria
and definitions used in CD/RW/WP.52' (also 1ssued as UD/EW/CRP.27)

- UD/RW/WP.SS, dated 19 July 1984, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Answers
to questions raised by the Federal Republic of Germany concerning the
Swedish proposal for draft provisions prohibiting attacks on nuclear
facilities contained in (D/RW/WP.52' (also 1ssued as UD/RW/URP.29)

- C(D/RW/WP.56, dated 3 August 1984, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Notes
from the intervention by the Swedish delegation on 1 August in the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons concerning some definitions of
nuclear facilities in document LD/530 - (D/RW/WP.52!

- UD/RW/WP.57, dated 2 August 1984, submitted by the vhairman, entitled
turiteria and categories of nuclear facilities regarding the scope of
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities!

- (D/RW/WP.58, dated 10 August 1984, subtmitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany, entitled 'Questions addressed to the Swedish Delegation warth
respect to the draft provisions regulating the prohibition of attacks in
Document (D/RW/WP.52!

- UD/RW/CRP.25, dated 21 June 1984, entitled !'Proposals by the ihairman
for the items to be discussed jn the Ad Hoc vommittee on Radiological
Weapons during the summer session!

- UD/RW/URP.26, dated 6 July 1984, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany, entitled 'Questions addressed to the Swedish Delegation with
respect to the draft provisions regulating the prohibition of attacks
in Working Paper (D/RW/WP.52!

- UD/RW/CRP.28, dated 12 July 1984, entitled 'Programme of work of the
Ad Hoc vommittee on Radiological Weapons'
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"ITT. WORK DURING THE 1984 SESSION

"7, The Ad Hoc vommittee on Radiological Weapons proceeded to review and assess
how best to make progress on the subject matter entrusted to it. The

Ad Hoc vommittee agreed that during the 1984 session it would continue its
gubstantive examination of questions relating to 'traditional! radiological
weapons subject matter and questions relating to prombition of attacks against
nuclear facilities, without setting up two subsidiary bodies to deal with these
questions or prejudging the relationship between them.

"8, In that context, the Ad Hoc vommittee devoted two meetings to the continued
review of the question of linkage between the two major issues before it.
Although no delegation disputed the importance of those i1ssues and the need for
their solution, differences of approach persisted with regard to the procedure

to be followed in resolving them as well as to the form of any eventual agreement.
In the absence of consensus, the Ad Hoc vommittee agreed to concentrate its work
on the substance of the issues involwved.

"9, At 1ts 5th meeting, on 12 July, the Ad Hodé vommittee adopted the following
programme of work for its 1984 session:

"1yi1thin the questions of the prohibition of radiological weapons in the
"traditional" sense and the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities,
the following problems should be discussed without prejudging the final positions
of delegations as regards the "link" between the two aspects of the issue:

- Definitions

- Scope

- Peaceful uses

-~ (essation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

- Compliance and verification'.

"10. The Ad Hoc Committee discussed and examined various documents, inter alia,
those submitted to 1t during 1ts 1984 session by the delegations of the

Federal Republic of Germany (CD/RW/URP.26), Sweden (UD/530, uD/RW/WP.54, 55 and
56) and the United Kingdom (UD/RW/WP.53). Many delegations held that the
approach proposed by Sweden in 1ts draft provisions of a treaty prohibiting
radiological weapons and the release or dissemination of radioactive material
for hostile purposes (bD/530) provided the best negotiating framework for making
progress on all the major aspects of the issue and thus in the fulfilment of

the A4 Hoc vommittee's mandate. Other delegations, however, reaffirmed their
conviction that proposals aimed at resolving the question of prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities in the context of prombition of radiological
weapons could only result in a failure to make progress on either of them.

"11. The Ad Hoc Lommittee devoted four meetings to the consideration of the
questions of definitions and scope in accordance with its programme of work.
With respect to these questions, it concentrated its work on consideration of
criteria which would apply in determining which nuclear facilities might fall
within the possible scope of a prohibition of attacks as well as on definitions
of such facilities. In order to allow for a more structured discussion of that
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1ssue, the Chairman, upon request of some delegations, prepared a working paper
(UD/RW/WP.57) which reflected some of the proposals made by delegations during
the session in this regard. DProposals for scope and definitions contained in
the Swedish proposal ((D/530) were examined. In particular, attention was
focused on the criterion used, i.e. the potential to cause mass destruction for
determining the four categories of facilities proposed to fall wathin the scope
of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear facilities. The Ad Hoc vommittee also
discussed the suggested definitions, capacity thresholds and other possible

delim tations as well as other related questions such as the distinction between
military and non-military facilities, protective zones, physical i1dentification
(marking) of nuclear facilities, the definition of 'attack'!, verification, legal
and other aspects. The documents uD/RW/WP.53, 54, 55, 56 and CD/RW/CRP.26 were
valuable contributions in this respect. With regard to the definition of
radiological weapons in the traditional sense, some delegations reaffirmed their
views con.erning the so-called 'megative! or 'positive! approach. Divergent views
were also expressed on what should be considered a radiological weapon. While
some delegations maintained that it should include radioactive material as well
as devaices and containers, other delegations held that radioactive material
should not be included since any known radioactive material has a utility for
civilian peaceful purposes, and that the term 'specifically designed device and
equipment! will be sufficient as the definition of a radiological weapon. In
this connection a suggestion was made to the effect that the prohibition of
configuration of radiocactive material to weapon use might be envisaged. A number
of delegations maintained that a definition of radiological weapons should not
imply any restrictions on the use of radiocactive material for peaceful purposes.
They also held the view that such a definition should not provide a basis for any
provision which might be interpreted as legitimizing nuclear weapons. The
exchange of views, which was generally considered to be useful and constructive,
contributed to a better understanding of the substance as well as of the positions
of various delegations. Although some divergences of views continued to exist,
the deliberations revealed that more delegations than previously supported the
criterion of mass destruction as the most appropriate one for the identification
of facilities to be covered by the provisions of a prohibition of attacks on
nuclear facilities.

112, With regard to the questions of peaceful uses and the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, delegations generally reaffirmed the
views reflected in their earlier proposals to this end. Some delegations noted
that the compromise formulae proposed by Sweden in ¢D/530 could serve as a basis
for an eventual agreement on those two outstanding questions. Other delegations,
however, pointed out that a compromise should be sought in the context of all
provisions of that paper which could not be considered separately. Several
delegations emphasized the close link between the treaty on the prohitition of
radiological weapons and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. Some other delegations, however, reaffirmed their view that it
would be unrealistic to expect States parties to a future agreement on
radiological weapons to undertake obligations which did not relate directly to its
subject matter. It was noted in this connection that a 'delineating provision!
might be used in order to find a solution to this problem. Some delegations
reaffirmed the importance they attached to the i1ssues of verification and
compliance. In that context, they expressed the view that existing proposals on
thogse issues were not sufficient and should therefore be further thoroughly
examined. They regretted that the Ad Hoc vommittee was not able to devote more
attention to this problem during the session. Some delegations reiterated that,
as provided in paragraph 31 of the Final Document of SSOD I, the question of
verification had to be examined taking into account the scope of a convention.
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In their vaew, this factor had an obvious bearing on the nature of the
verification provisions to be included in a convention. They reiterated that,
in the case of the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, the
question at issue was only that of establishing the fact that an attack had
occurred.

"13. Some delegations expressed their regret that the work of the vommittee had
not concentrated more on the available draft texts, including the drafts

submi tted by the vhairman of the two preceding annual sessions, as well as the
Swedish proposals (CD/530), and that the work pattern had rather been one of

a prolonged general debate. They also felt that, despite the efforts by the
Chair, this had not only caused delegations to lose sight of certain common
positions that had been achieved in the earlier sessions, but entailed the risk
that the negotiations might altogether lose their earlier momentum. Other
delegations on the contrary believed that the work of the Ad Hoc vommitiee was
useful and helped to clarify further positions of delegations. More progress
could not be achieved in view of the basic differences as to the framework for
the solution of the two major issues. They also considered that due attention
was paid to the existing draft texts, especially to the proposals by Sweden
contained in (D/530. They further maintained that the provisions of the draft
texts by the previous Chairmen could not be considered as reflecting common
positions.

"IV. CONULUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"14. It was generally recognized that the discussion held during the session
contributed to a better wnderstanding of the issues involved as well as to a
further search for their sgolution.

"15. In view of the fact that the vomm ttee's mandate was not fulfilled, it is
recommended that the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its 1985 session.”

121. The Conference considered the question of new types and new systems of
weapons of mass destruction at its plenary meetings. At the beginning of the
first part of the session, a contact group was set up to consider the
establishment of a subsidiary body on item 7.

122. A group of socialist couniries, recalling their earlier proposals,

suggested 1n document UD/434 that the subsidiary body should have a mandate
providing for, inter alia, negotiations, with the agsistance of qualified
governmental experts, with a vaew to preparing a draft comprehensive agreement on
the prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of
mass destruction and new systems of such weapons, and also drafting possible
agreements on prohibiting particular types of such weapons. They continued to
uphold their opinion that everything must be done to prevent the emergence of
new types of weapons of mass destruction based on new scientific principles and
achievements, and as a first step to that end, while pursuing negotiations on the
relevant agreements, the permanent members of the Security vouncil and other
militarily significant States should make declarations, pledging not to develop
any such weapons, which declarations should then be endorsed by the

Security vouncil.
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123, Some other delegations stated that in their vaew it would be more
appropriate to negotiate agreements to ban potential new weapons of mass
destruction only on a case-by-case basis as such weapons might be identified.
They pointed out that no such weapon had been identified so far. A general
prohibitory agreement would not, in their view, be applicable to concrete
situations deriving from the emergence of unidentified new weapons systems and
would therefore not permit the definition and implementation of the appropriate
verification measures. For the present, they considered that the practice
followed in recent years - periodic informal meetings with the participation of
experts - allowed the tonference to follow this question in an appropriate manner
and adequately to identify any cases which might require particular consideration
and which would justify the opening of specific negotiations.

124. A view was expressed by one delegation that, pending the conclusion of a
general agreement prohibiting the development and manufacture of new weapons of
mass destruction, the more powerfully armed States should adopt unilateral
measures to prevent the use of scientific and technical discoveries for military
purposes. It further believed that in this connection scientists would have an
important role to play and that they should therefore be associated in an
appropriate manner with the work of the Conference on Disarmament on this item of
the agenda.

H. Comprehensive programme of disarmament

125. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive programme of d1 sarmament" was
considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during
the periods 9-13 April and 6-10 August 1984.

126. At its 284th plenary meeting on 23 August 1984, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the conference under the
agenda item at i%s 245th plenary meeting (see paragraphs 10 and 11 above). That
Report (CD/525) 1s an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"], At 1ts 245th plenary meeting, on 28 February 1984, the Conference on
Disarmament decided to re—establish an ad hoc subsidiary body on the vomprehensive
Programme of Disarmament to remnew, as soon as the circumstances were propitious
for that purpose, its work on the elaboration of the Programme with a view to the
submission to the General Assembly, not later than at 1ts forty-first session, a
complete draft of such a Programme. The Conference further decided that the

ad hoc subsidiary body would report to the vonference on the progress of its work
before the conclusion of its 1984 session, in order that the vonference may be in
a position to submit to the General Assembly the progress report requested in
resolution 38/183 K. The term 'ad hoc subsidiary body'! was used pending a
decision by the tvonference on its designation.

"2, At its 248th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1984, the tonferemnce on
Disarmament decided to designate the ad hoc subsidiary body as 'Ad Hoc vommittee'.



CD/540
page 181

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTS

"3, At 1ts 266th plenary meeting, on 21 June 1984, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Alfonso Garcfa Robles (beicos as Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Committee. Miss Aida Luisa Levin, United Nations Department of
Disarmament Affairs, served as Secretary of the vommittee.

"4, The Ad Hoc Committee held two meetings between 10 and 24 July 1984.

"5. At their request, the tUonference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee: Bangladesh, volombia,
Democratic Yemen, Finland, Norway, Portugal and Spain.

"6. The Ad Hoc tommittee had before it the documents of previous sessions
related to the agenda item. 1/

"IIT. WORK DURING THE 1984 SESSION

"7. In accordance with its mandate and as provided in General Assembly
resolution 38/183 K, the Ad Hoc vommittee was called upon to renew its work on
the elaboration of the vomprehensive Programme of Disarmament as soon as the
circunstances were propitious for that purpose. It was agreed that present
circumstances were not conducive to making progress towards the resolution of
outstanding issues and that, therefore, 1t would not be fruitful to pursue the
elaboration of the vomprehensive Programme of Disarmament at this session.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS

"8. Bearing in mind that under the terms of the Ad Hoc committee's mandate the
complete draft of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should be submitted
to the General Assembly not later than at the Assembly's forty-first session and
in view of the difficulties encountered in the past, it is to be hoped that
meximum efforts will be exerted to ensure that early next year the circumstances
will be such as to permit the resumption of the work on the elaboration of the
Programme and 1ts successful conclusion."

I. Consideration of other areas dealing with the
cegsation of the arms race and disarmsment
and other relevant measures

127. During 1ts 1984 session, the Conference had before it another document which
dealt with the cessation of the arms race and disarmament and other relevant
measures in other areas:

ﬂl/ The list of documents may be found in the reports of the previous
Ad Hoc Working Group on the Uomprehensive Programme of Disarmament which are en
integral part of the reports of the Committee on Disarmament (CD/139, bD/228,

¢D/292, uD/335 and ¢D/421).
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- Document UD/498, dated 21 May 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Letter dated 16 April 1984,
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations,

Mr. Pérez de .ufllar, from the First Deputy Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the USSR and Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. A.A. Gromyko,
on questions of the limxtation of military naval activities and naval
armements".

J. uvongideration and adoption of the annual report of

the Conference and any other report as appropriate
to0 the General Assembly of the United Nations

128. The 1tem on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the annual
report of the Conference and any other report as appropriate to the

General Assembly of the Thited Nations" was considered by the Conference, in
accordance with its programme of work, from 13 to 31 August 1984.

129. The present report, as adopted by the Conference on 31 August 1984, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference on Disarmament.

Ian vromartie,

United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland

President of the Conference
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Ambassador
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Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Algeria

Second Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Algeria
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Delegation of Argentina

Address: 110 avenue Louis-Casai, 1215 Geneva 15. Tel. No. 98.59.59/52

® Mr. Julio C. Carasales

Mr. Roberto Garcfa Moritan

* Mr. Roberto Villambrosa

Mr. Roberto R. Huber

Delegation of Australia

Ambassador

Special Representative for Disarmament
Affairs

Special Mission for Disarmament in Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Alternate Representative
Special Mission for Disarmament in Geneva

First Secretary
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Colonel,
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Ministry of Defence, Buenos Aires
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Miss Jill Courtney

Dr. Shirley Freeman

Mr. Peter McGregor
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Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Australia to
the United Nations for DisarmamentMatters
Head of Delegation '

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations, New York

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Material Research Laboratories
Department of Defence, Australia

Expert (Seismic)
Bureau of Mineral Resources
Australia
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Delegation of Belgium
Address: 58 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.81.50

* Mr. M. Depasse Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Belgium to
the Conference on Disarmament

Mr. Ch. Raulier Minister Plenipotentiary
Director of Disarmament Service
Ministry of External Relations

* Mr. J.M. Noirfalisse First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Commandant H. De Bisschop Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Ministry of National Defence, Brussels

Mrs. M. De Becker Royal Observatory of Belgium

Delegation of Brazil
Address: 17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.25.56/7

Mr. Celso Antdnio de Souza e Silva Ambassador
Representative to the Conference on
Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Mr. Sergio de Queiroz Duarte Minister

Deputy Representative

Delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria
Address: 16 chemin des Créts-de-Pregny, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva,
Tel. No. 98.03.00

* Mr. Konstantin Tellalov Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Boris Konstantinov Ambassador
Deputy Head of Delegation
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia

% Mp. Peter Poptchev Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

® Mr. Clement Pramov Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Krassimir Stankov Attaché

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Nikolay Mikhailov Expert on Chemical Weapons
Mr. Lyudmil Khristoskov Expert on Seismic Events

* Spouse present
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma
Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.75.40

U Maung Maung Gyi Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

U Pe Thein Tin Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative and Secretary
of the Delegation

U Hla Myint Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

U Than Tun Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Daw Marlar Sein Maung Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Delegation of Canada
Address: 10A Avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.90.00

* Mr. J. Alan Beesley Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canada to the Conference on
Disarmament
* Mr. Gerald B. Skinner Counsellor
’ Deputy Representative
Mr. R.J. Rochon Counsellor and Consul
Mr. D. Dhavernas Counsellor and Consul
Dr. M.C. Hamblin Adviser
Dr. Peter Besham Adviser
Mr. R.G. Sutherland Adviser
Mr. Robert Vanier Adviser
Mr. Robert North Adviser
Mr. Arséne Després Adviser
Mr. G.K. Vachon Adviser
Mr. S.L. Bennett Adviser

* Spouse present
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Delegation of the People's Republic of China ]
Address: 11 chemin de Surville, 1213 Petit-Lancy, Geneva. Tel. No. 92.25.48

* Mr. Qian Jiadong Ambassador
Permanent Representative to the
Conference on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Ms. Wang Zhiyun Counsellor
Permanent Mission of China to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Mr. Liang Defeng Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Expert

Mr. Li Weimin Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Expert

Mr. Lin Cheng First Secretary
Permanent Mission of China to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Ms Ge Yiyun First Secretary
Department of International Organizations
and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Representative

Mr. Yang Mingliang Officer
Ministry of National Defence

Expert

Mr. Suo Kaiming Off icer
Ministry of National Defence

Expert

Mr. Jiang Zhenxi Officer
Ministry of National Defence

Expert

Mr. Lu Mingjun Officer
Ministry of National Defence

Expert

Mr. Zhang Weidong Official, Department of International
Organizations and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Adviser

#* Spouse present
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Delegation of the Republic of Cuba

Address: 100, ch. de Valérie, CP. 59, 1292 Chambésy. Tel. No. 58.23.26

# Mr. Carlos Lechuga Hevia

* Mpr, Pedro Nunez Mosquera

Mr. Angel Victor Gonzalez Pérez

Mr. Jorge Luis Garcia

Mr. Eduardo de la Cruz

Mr. Alberdo Curbelo

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Cuba to the International
Organization in Switzerland

Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Advisor

Specialist

Directorate of International Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Advisor

Specialist

Directorate of International Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Advisor

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Advisor

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Regublic
Address: 9 chemin de l'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No. 98.91.82

* Mr. Milo% Vejvoda

# Mr. Andrej Cima

* Mp. Jan Jirdsek

Mr. JiMf Matoudek

* Spouse present

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the

United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the

United Nations Office at Geneva

Expert
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Deleggtion of Egypt

Address: 72 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.65.30

Mr. Saad Alfarargi Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Egypt
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

* Mpr. Ibrahim Ali Hassan Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. M. Badr Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Ms. Wafaa Bassim Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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United Nations Office at Geneva
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United Nations Office at Geneva
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% Mpr. Kassa Kebede Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Socialist
Ethiopia to the United Nations Office and
Other International Organizations at
Geneva
Head of Delegation

Miss Kongit Sinegiorgis Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Socialist Ethiopia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

* Mr. Fesseha Yohannes First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Socialist Ethiopia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

* Spouse present
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Delegation of France
Address: 36 route de Pregny, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.21.23
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Representative of France to the
Conference on Disarmament

Mr. Gérard Montassier First Counsellor
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Ministry of External Relations, Paris

Colonel Gesbert Ministry of Defence, Paris
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Delegation of the German Democratic Republic
Address: 49 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.67.50
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Democratic Republic to the United Nations
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* Dr. Hubert Thielicke First Secretary
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Republic to the United Nations Office
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Deputy Head of Delegation

Col. Dr. Friedrich Sayatz Ministry of National Defence
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Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
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Dr. W. Kubiczek Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
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Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany

Address: 147 rue de Lausanne (7e étage, App. 62) 1202 Geneva.

Tel. No. 31.97.70/79
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Germany to the Conference on Disarmament

Second Secretary
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Third Secretary
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Colonel, Ministry of Defence
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Delegation of India
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Representative
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Representative
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Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia (continued)
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Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran (continued)
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Conference on Disarmament

Director of the Disarmament
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Delegation of Nigeria (continued)
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Mr. F.0. Adeshida

Delegation of Pakistan

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Delegate

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
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Delegntion of the Polish People's Republic

Address:
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Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the Polish
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Head of delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Representation of the Polish
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Ministry of National Defense of the
Polish People's Republic

Firgt Secretary
Permanent Representation of the Polish
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Senior Expert
Minigstry of Foreign Affairs of the
Polish People's Republic

Adviger
Polish Institute of Intermational Affairs,
Warsaw

Romania

Address: 6 chemin de la Perridre, 1223

*¥ Mr, Ion Datcu

Mr. Teodor Malescanu

Mr, Ovidiu Ionescu

Mr, Valeriu Tudor

P, Baloiu

* Spouse present.

Cologny, Geneva. Tel. No. 52.10,.90
Ambassadoxr

Permanent Representative of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Deputy Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Romanis

Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Romania

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania (continued)

¥ Mr., Mihar Bichair First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr, Aurelian Cretu Second Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affeirs, Romanie
Lt. Col. Ing. Aurel Popescu Expert

Ministry of National Defence, Romanis

Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lenka
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 34.93.40/49

Mr. Jayantha Dhanspala Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr, H.M.G.S. Palihakkarse Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. P. Kariyawasam Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Sri Lanks to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Sweden
Address: 62 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.36.00

Mrs, Maj Britt Theorin Ambassador, Member of Parliament,
Chairmen of the Swedish Disarmesment
€ommission, Head of Delegation -
ex oficio when 1n attendance

% Mr. Rolf Ekéus Anmbassador
Head of Delegation

¥ Mr. Lers-Erik Wingren Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation
Mrs. Elisabet Bonnier First Secretary
Mr. Hans Berglund Colonel
Military Adviser
¥ Mr, Johan Lundin Director of Research
National Defence Research Institute
Mrs. Ann Mari Lau Scientific Adviser
National Defence Research Institute
Dr, Jan Prawitz Scientific Adviser
Minigstry of Defence
Dr. 0la Dahlman Director of Research

Scientific Adviser
Nationsl Defence Research Institute

¥ Spouse present,
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Delegetion of Sweden (continued)

Mr. Lars Eric De Geer Scientific Adviser
National Defence Research Institute
Mr. Stig Alemyr Member of Parliament
Mrs. Anita Brakenhielm Member of Parliament
Mr. Sture Ericson Member of Perliament
Mrs., Gunnel Joning Member of Parliament
Mr. Rune Angstrém Member of Parliament

Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Address: 4 chemin du Champ de Blé, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.10.03

* Mr, Victor L. Issraelyan Head of Delegation
Ambassador
Member of Collegium of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, Representative of the
USSR to the Conference on Disarmament

¥ Mr, Boris P, Prokofiev Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

¥ Mr. Roland M. Timerbaev Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Dairector, Department of
International Orgenigzations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr, Nikolay V. Neiland Advaser

Mr., Lev. A, Naumov Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Timur F. Dmitrichev Adviser, Minigtry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Yury V. Kostenko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
¥ Mr, Grigory V. Berdennikov Fairst Secretary

Permanent Representation of the USSR to
the Office of the United Nations and other
Internationel Organigzations in Geneva

Mr, Vliadimir ¥. Priakhin Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Igor N. Scherbak Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Pavel Y. Skomorokhin Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Grigory N. Vashadze Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr, Sergey V. Kobysh Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Vliadimr A. Krokha Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affeirs

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socislist Republics (continued)

Mr. Sergey V. Nagradov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

¥ Mr., Gennady V. Antsiferov Third Secretaxry
Permenent Representation of the USSR to
the Office of the United Nations and other
International Organizations in Geneva

Mr. Oleg M. Lisov Expert
Mr. Alexander P. Koutepov Expert
Mr. Vliedimir M, Tcherednichenko Expert

Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
Address: 37-39 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.38.00

¥ Dr, R, Ian T. Cromartie CMG Ambassador
Leader of the United Kingdom Delegation
to the Conference on Disarmament

* Mr, Lawrence J. Middleton Counsellor

* Mr, Barry B. Noble Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the Tnited Nations Office at Geneva

¥ Mr. James Richards First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

* Mr, Jean Frangois Gordon First Secretary

Dr. Graham H, Cooper Ministry of Defence

Dr. Frank H. Grover Seismological Research Centre
¥ Mr. David A, Slinn Third Secretary

Delegation of the United States of America
Address: 1l route de Pregny, 1293 Chambésy, Geneva. Tel. No. 32.09.70

* The Honourable Louis G. Fields,Jnr. Ambassador
United States Representative to the
Conference on Disarmament

¥ Mr, Norman G, Clyne Deputy United States Representative
to the Conference on Disarmament
% Mr, Leonard H. Belgard Adviser

United States Mission to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Herbert Calhoun Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

* Spouse present.,
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Delegation of the United States of Americe (continued)

Mr.

Nicholaes Carrera

Pierce S. Corden

Katherine Craittenberger

Harold W. Davidson

John Doesburg

Daniel Gallington

James J. Hogan

Richard L. Horne

Arnold Horowitz

P.C. Lembesis

Alexander Liebowitz

John Egan McAteer

Michael G. Macdonald

* Spouse present.

Adviger
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Dissrmement Agency

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Dissrmement Agency

Adviser
Department of State

Ma,jor, United States Army

Adviger

Multilateral Affairs Bureau

Arms Control and Disarmsment Agency

Colonel, United States Air Force

Adviser

Office of the Under-Secretary of Defense,
Department of Defense

Colonel, United States Air Force
Adviser

Office of Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defense

Adviser
United States Mission to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Dissrmament Agency

Adviser
Office of the General Coumsel
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviger
Buregu of International Organization
Affeirs, Department of State

Adviger
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser
Office of the Secretary of Defence
Department of Defence



CD/540
Appendix I
page 22

Delegation of the United States of America (continued)

* Mr., Lawrence Madsen

Mr. Robert Mikulak

¥ Mr. John Miskel

¥ Mr. Byron Morton

Ms. Blair Murray

% Mr., Robert Norman

Mr. Charles Pearcy

* Mr, John M, Puckett

* Mr. Roger Scott

¥ Mr, John J. Tierney, Jr.

Mr. Raymond O. Waters

Mr,. Charles J. Wells

Ms. Marianne Winston

* Spouse present,

Adviser
Los Alamos National Laboratory
Department of Energy

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmement Agency

Adviser
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
Department of Energy

Adviser
Bureau of Politico~Military Affairs
Department of State

Adviser
Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs
Department of State

Adviser

Office of United Nations Political and
Multilateral Affairs

Bureau of International Organization
Affgirs, Department of State

Colonel, United States Army
Adviser .

Office of Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Adviser
Los Alamos National Laboratory
Department of Energy

Colonel, United States MC, Adviser
Office of Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser
Office of the General Counsel
Arms Control and Disarmsment Agency

Adviser
Office of Joint Chiefs of Staff
Department of Defence

Adviser
Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Defence Agency
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Delegation of the United States of America (continued)

* Mr, John A.Woodworth Adviser
Office of the Secretary
Department of Defence

Mr., William Zagotte Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
Department of Energy

Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela
Address: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmenn, 1218 Grand-Seconnex, Geneva.

Tel, No. 98,26.21

Mr. Alberto Lépez Oliver Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Venezuela
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Teéfilo Labrador Rubio Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
Tnited Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Oscar Garcfa Garcfe Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Veneguela to the
Tnited Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
Address: 5 chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No, 46.44.33

* Mr, Kagimir Vidas Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavie
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

* Mr, Miodrag Mihajlovié Minaigter Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Mr. Dragomir Djokié Special Counsellor at the Federal
Secretariat for Foreign Affairs
Member of Delegation

Mrs, Mira Stjepanovié Counsellor at the Federal Secretarist
for Foreign Affairs
Member of Delegation

Mr, Dusan Minié Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Professor Dr. Milorad Radotié Expert (Radiological Weapons)

* Spouse present,
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Delegation of the Republic of Zaflre
Address: 32 rue de 1l'Athénée, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No, 47.8%.22

Mr, Mukamba Kadiata-Nzemba

Mr. Longo Bekpwa Ndage

Me. Esaki Ekanga Kabeya

Mr., Osil Gnok

* Spouse present.

Ambesgsador

Permanent Representative
Republic of ZaIre to the
Office &t Geneva

Head of Delegation

First Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the
Republic of ZaIre to the
Office at Geneva

Member

Firgt Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
Republic of ZaIre to the
Office at Geneva

Member

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the
Republic of ZaIre to the
Office at Geneva

Member

of the
United Nations

United Nations

United Nations

TUnited Nations
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